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Abstract 
In this report I will use chosen concepts from the critical discourse analysis of Fairclough on quotes 
from UN documents about piracy, with the point of defining the UN discourse of piracy and its 
development through time, from the first time they use the word piracy until now where the 
definition has changed to Somali piracy. The UN is representing numerous member states and has a 
certain focus according to the international threat of piracy. The agenda is developed around the 
focus points of security, safety and naval forces, which affect the development of the UN rhetoric 
and strategies to defeat piracy. Because the UN is an international organization, by researching their 
discourse, I research an international discourse. The UN constructs the rhetoric of piracy by the 
activities that they connect to pirates and are trying to create solidarity between the members within 
the UN, because the UN believes that it is an international threat that can only be defeated together. 
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Chapter 1 
In this chapter I will explain the thoughts and knowledge behind the development of my research 
question and what thoughts I have made according to the analysis of my question. 
Actualization of the research question 
The shipping industry and international trade have become a very important part of the global 
economy through the years. In this case it is vital that the sea routes they are using are available and 
easy to cross, because it is faster and cost effective. One of the most used sea routes is the water 
outside the coast of Somalia, The Gulf of Aden. 
            “The Gulf of Aden and the water outside the Somali coast is one of the most heavily 
trafficked maritime areas in the world. Every year and estimated 16.000 vessels pass through the 
Red Sea and the Gulf of Aden, either inbound or outbound for Suez Chanel” (Sörenson 2008:8). 
The international trade and shipping business faced serious challenges in 2003 when the act of 
piracy began to occur outside the coast of Somalia and since then has increased. 
            “In 2003, a new phenomenon occurred off the coast of Somalia and in the Gulf of Aden, 
ships and fishing vessels were being attacked by pirates. The frequency of this activity slowly 
increased. Shipping companies also started to become concerned when the pirates began to target 
commercial vessels. The past year has seen unprecedented high levels of pirate activity in the Gulf 
of Aden, with more than 80 recorded attacks on ships” (Sörenson 2008: 8). 
In 2008 the Somali piracy changed from being an isolated problem to the shipping industry to a 
major concern for the international society. According to this, 17 states developed international 
cooperation which is represented by three multinational taskforces that are patrolling the sea of 
Somalia (Middleton 2009: 2). Since the rise of Somali piracy, the concept of pirates has changed. 
Pirates have always been thought of in a romantic way, the characters from Disney movies with eye 
patches and a parrot on the shoulder. Today this picture has changed and now pirates are no longer 
just in the movies. 
            “Today's pirates do not fly the skull and crossbones or wear black eyepatches. But they do 
carry a frightening array of weapons and are ready to kill their victims indiscriminately, according 
to a report published yesterday by the International Maritime Bureau” (Wilson, Jamie 1999) 
The last couple of years Piracy at the Gulf of Aden have become a major problem to international 
trade and safety. Piracy is no longer a question about local or national problems, as in earlier days, 
but has become an international threat that we most fight together as a global society. 
            “The security of national and international waterways cannot be overemphasized, for 
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obvious reasons. The ocean serves as a medium of transportation, a source of 
economic  exploitation of such mineral resources as crude oil, and a source of food in the form  of 
fishing and shrimp fishing. This has made the issue of the security of waterways (maritime security) 
a subject of serious concern to states, international organizations and other stakeholders in the 
maritime domain” (Onuoha 2014: 31). 
According to this I have chosen to research how we define piracy and what discourses there exist 
about Somali piracy today 
The social relevance of the problem  
The Problem of Somali piracy has grown through the last 10 years. It’s now a serious issue that 
states are trying to deal with all over the world. Through the year’s piracy has been defined in many 
ways, both within the different states but also internationally through different organizations like the 
European Union, NATO, and the United Nations. There already exists a common definition. The 
legal framework is built up around the UN convention on the law of the sea from 1982 and the 
Suppression of  Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Maritime Navigation Convention 1988 
(Middleton, Rodger 2009: 2). 
“The following definition of piracy is contained in article 101 of the 1982 United 
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS): 
“Piracy consists of any of the following acts: 
(a) any illegal acts of violence or detention, or any act of depredation, committed for private ends 
by the crew or the passengers of a private ship or a private aircraft, and directed: 
  (i) on the high seas, against another ship or aircraft, or against persons or property on board 
such ship 
or aircraft; 
  (ii) Against a ship, aircraft, persons or property in a place outside the jurisdiction of any State; 
(b) any act of voluntary participation in the operation of a ship or of an aircraft with knowledge of 
facts 
making it a pirate ship or aircraft; 
(c) any act inciting or of intentionally facilitating an act described in sub-paragraph (a) or (b).” 
(IMO) 
The above is the common definition of piracy that is used in international corporations and 
strategies.  
This gives us a picture of how the international society has to work together, under the same 
law. According to this it is interesting to see how the discourse is defined and developed within 
the UN which made the definition mentioned in quote above. It is relevant to look at The UN's 
definition of piracy, because it is an international organization, which represents 192 
8 
 
members all over the world. How does The UN define piracy, and what have they chosen to 
disregard, what is prioritized and why. 
Motivation For the research question 
After my many years of study at Roskilde University, I have developed many tools. I have written a 
lot of different assignments, with different perspectives. I discovered through my studies of Social 
Science and International Development studies, that the problems of the world are many, and there 
are a lot of ways to approach, tackle them or research them. That also means that there is not just 
one answer and one way of doing everything, but a lot of different ways which depend on existing 
data, and on your own set of beliefs and values. These are a few of the reasons why I chose to go 
deeper into the documents of the United Nation and its Security Council, to find out how they 
define piracy on behalf of “everyone”. For this purpose I am making a discourse analysis of the 
definition of piracy because it is the text and the things beyond the text that I wanted to research. It 
is easy to understand the text but the interesting thing is to look at what is not mentioned or not in 
focus and for what reason? 
Acknowledgement of interest 
I am really interested in the phenomenon of piracy and in Africa, which is one of the reasons why I 
chose piracy in Somalia at the horn of Africa. My best friends are in the Danish navy, and they went 
to Africa last year and were a part of the operation that rescued the Danish hostages Eddie and 
Søren. My friends have been a part of Operation Ocean Shield (NATO) since 2011. I have been 
following piracy in Somalia and its development closely since then. That is why it’s interesting to 
actually write a report on piracy in Somalia and how it has developed. The choice of the United 
Nations as my empirical data is because I believe through their organization I can create an 
international view on the definition of piracy. The discourse analysis is interesting according to this, 
because it can help me to research on the UN documents to find out, how the definition of piracy 
has developed, what is prioritized in the international discourse and what the main focus is. 
So for me the main point of view in this report is Somali piracy, the United Nation (representing the 
international community) and discourse analysis, which all leads to my research question.  
Research question 
How does United Nations Security Council relate to Somali Piracy from 2008-2013, and how has 
the discourse developed from earlier.  
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Work questions 
1.      How did UN define piracy from 2008-13? 
2.      How did UN define piracy before? 
3.      What is the difference of the definition of piracy (in general) and piracy in Somalia at the Horn of     
Africa? 
4.      Which discourses exist of piracy within the United Nation? 
 
1.   In this question I will look at some of the most important documents on Somali piracy from 2008-   
2013, from the United Nations Security Council, who is the organization within the UN that has the 
main responsibility of the definition of piracy. This I will do by using some of Faircloughs concepts 
to understand the textual dimension of discourse analysis. This is relevant for my possibilities of 
answering my research question. 
2.   In this question I will use documents from the United Nation all the way back to the first time 
where the word piracy is used within the United Nation. I will use the same concepts of Fairclough 
that I used to answer the first work question to find out how they defined piracy back then. This is 
to help me define the different discourses and the development through same period of time. It is 
also relevant to the answer of my research. 
3.   Before Somali piracy started to be a phenomenon on its own, there was a general idea of piracy all 
over the world, so for me to be able to go further into the text and look into what is the differences 
of the definitions of piracy and Somali piracy, to see which articulatory processes are constructing 
the different definitions, what has changed and why. This will help me to see the development of 
the different discourses and to put it in relation to each other. 
4.      By this question I will use the results from my text analysis of the three other questions, and then 
put it in to practice and explain what discourses there are present and how they are constructed. 
  
What is classified by all the questions is that they in the end shall help me to be able to make a 
conclusion which can give me a good answer to the research question. They are all based on my 
empirical data from the United Nations in form of reports, resolutions and other documentation, and 
then my opinions about Somali piracy. With all this data, I will use the chosen concepts of 
Fairclough to research the text, look beyond the text. Overall these work questions will help me to 
combine the empirical data and my chosen theory into a relevant a valid analysis, which in the end 
should be able to help me answer my research question. 
The phenomenon methodological approach 
I have chosen to research the articulation of Somali piracy, by using specific quotes from important 
and relevant documents of the United Nation, mainly from its Security Council, because this is the 
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organization within the UN who is responsible for the problem of piracy. I will research and look 
closely at these documents and how the UN through them defines piracy. I will use Faircloughs 
discourse analysis, where I will use some of his concepts to delve in to the documents and find what 
is beyond the written text, the alternatives and the consequences of the chosen instead of other 
alternatives.  That means that I seek to answer my research question by taking some of Faircloughs 
concepts from his discourse analyses and use it on the UN documents about Somali piracy, to find 
out how piracy is defined. I will also use older UN documents, from before the development of 
Somali piracy, to find out the differences of the definition of piracy now and then. Through this 
analysis I should be able to answer my research question and define the discourses that UN has 
created according to Somali piracy and how the discourse of piracy has changed through time. 
 
The hopes and approaches for the report 
This report is based on the interest to find out which discourses exist, according to Somali piracy, in 
the society today. How a phenomenon such as piracy has developed to be an international threat and 
how it's defined in an organization such as the UN which represents multiple member states. I hope 
to find out how the definition of piracy has developed through time, and in what way they chose to 
define it, what is the focus and what is left out. My interest is to find out how the UN, which 
represents so many states all over the world, chose the definition of such a serious international 
issue and what alternatives they left out of their interpretation. Accordingly, it is interesting to find 
out how big the differences between the definition of piracy and Somali piracy are from each other 
and what factors are behind the differences between these particular discourses. 
From this report I wish to show how the international society (represented by the UN) defines 
piracy, and also show what is not mentioned. My intention is to open up a discourse on how the UN 
chose to define Somali piracy and through this engage the readers to wonder if it's the best 
definition and if any other interpretations would be more suitable. 
 
The boundaries of the thesis 
Because this report is working with discourse analysis, and then only one theorist, it obviously takes 
a specific direction from the beginning and thus the possibilities of the research are narrowed. By 
choosing specific documents from the United Nations, and most of them (at least the newer ones) 
from the Security Council, I also narrow my spectrum of solutions and conclusions in the end. I 
only use specific concepts of Faircloughs discourse analysis, which are the ones that are suitable for 
looking directly at texts. That means there is a dimension (social practice) outside the textual 
analysis that I won’t look at, because that view isn't necessary for me to define the discourses, and 
without this dimension I will be able to focus more on the text (what is written, what is left out, 
which alternatives is existing and so on). By analyzing Somali piracy, I also prevent myself from 
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looking at all piracy today. However, I chose to look at the definition of piracy within the UN 
before the development of Somali piracy because that is relevant to what I wish to find out 
according to the research in my report.   
 
The context and structure of the report 
The structure of the report is built up in 5 chapters. Chapter one is the introduction of the report, 
where I will describe the background and reasons for doing my research, the thoughts behind it and 
how I wish to answer my research question. 
Chapter 2 is explaining my chosen theory, which is Faircloughs critical discourse analysis. In this 
chapter I will describe the concepts I have chosen to use, in what way I’m using them in the 
analysis and what the point of the chosen concepts are. It’s also in chapter 2 that it’s possible to read 
about my methodological thoughts, the relevance of the theory and the chosen empirical data.  
Chapter 3 is the empirical chapter, where I explain the chosen empirical data, and its relevance for 
my report, how it can works together with the theory and how it all together will be able to help me 
answer my research question. 
In chapter 4 I will develop and write my analysis, which will be built up around my work questions, 
which each have relevance for the answering of my research question in the end. In this chapter the 
theory and its concept will be my tools, to analyze the chosen empirical data, and together it will 
give me the knowledge and opportunity to go further down and beyond the text to analyze the 
definition of piracy and in that way creates a stable background for the conclusion. 
Chapter 5 is where I will answer my research question. This will be done by looking at the results in 
my different parts of the analysis and in that way find out what the discourse of Somali piracy is 
and how the discourse of piracy has developed within the UN organization. 
 
Reading guide 
In the favor of the reader I have chosen to make all references brackets. Normal references to books 
I have chosen to refer as: Author last name, year and page number, these short references will be 
available in full in the bibliography under the title “Books”. Because I use many documents from 
the United Nation as empirical data, and quotes from many different pages, these documents and 
quotes will all be referred to as UN link 1, 2, 3... And so on, again the reader will be able to find the 
full reference link in the bibliography under the title “UN documents”. The last reference is articles. 
They will be mentioned with author last name and year, where the full reference will be available in 
the bibliography. 
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Chapter 2 
In this chapter I will describe the concepts of Norman Fairclough’s discourse analysis that I have 
chosen to use in my report. These ideas will be explained in the theory, so it’s possible for the 
reader to see what the exact concepts, relevance and use for the analysis is. 
 
Norman Faircloughs critical discourse analysis 
This theory has the function to help me delve into the chosen texts, which I will describe in chapter 
3, and to make a text analysis on the documents, to clarify the discourses of piracy. This will be 
done by answering my work questions, with the combination of my empirical data and the use of 
the chosen concepts. By choosing specific concepts, there will be some of Faircloughs concepts that 
I will delimit myself from, because I don’t find them relevant according to the answer of my 
research question. 
This chapter will end with methodological thoughts, which will explain the relevance and choice of 
theory and data according to the research of my report.  
 
Norman Fairclough’s work is based on a critical linguistic tradition, which is strongly inspired by 
Halliday. This tradition is putting an end to related dualism in the traditional linguistics. The first 
one is the treatment of language systems as autonomic and independent of the use of the language. 
The other is a separation of meaning from still to expression or the contents from form (Fairclough 
1992: 26). 
Against the first dualism it's instead mobilized, that the language is like it is because of its function 
in a social structure, and the language that people have access to is dependent of their position in the 
social system. 
Against the other dualism mobilizes, that the language is a system of opportunities dependent on the 
social circumstances, where from the individuals can choose. The choice of form is always 
meaningful, ”language is as it is because of its function in the social structure, and the organization 
of behavioral meanings should give some insight into its social foundation” (Fairclough 1992: 26). 
The goal for Fairclough is to contribute with an approach to discourse analysis that combines 
exactly the critical linguistic text analysis with wider social theory. The discourse analysis that he is 
introducing in the book ”Discourse and Social Change” from 1992 shall also be seen as a method, 
there with a base in text can be used for study and identify societal changes (Fairclough 1992: 1). 
 
The Concept of discourse 
Faircloughs starting point is that through our language use and the representations of the world we 
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have the opportunity to describe our experiences and interpretations of the reality. It's for this 
reason that he, with the base in the language, presents a theory to the understanding of the social 
and cultural process changes. In the construction of the discourse concept Fairclough partly uses the 
linguistic understanding of discourse as ”extended samples of spoken dialogue”. This separates 
from the traditional linguistic focus, which is based on single sentences or smaller grammatical 
units. The linguistic understanding of discourse is being extended further more to include ”extended 
samples of either spoken or written language”. The focus in this context is the interaction between 
writer and reader, speaker and addressee. Hereby the processes are attached to the preparation and 
the interpretation, as well as the context for the language use. Fairclough believes that a discourse 
also can be used as a term in different types of language used in different kinds of social situations. 
An example on this could be ”newspaper discourse”, ”advertising discuorse” and so on (Fairclough 
1992: 3). According to my empirical data it's important to remember that almost all the data that I 
wish to analyze is from specific documents and from a certain writer, the UN, which in this case 
means that the language use and the contents of the data have a certain background and purpose. 
In the constitution of the concept of discourse Fairclough is supplementing the linguistic use of 
discourse with social theory and analysis. This is done with the base in Foucault’s different ways to 
structure areas of knowledge and social practice, where discourses aren't just seen as reflected social 
connections, but constituted for these. That is the effect of the constituting there is focus on in the 
discourse analysis. Another focus from the concept of discourse from social theory is historical 
change (Fairclough 1992: 38). In my report I will not use theories other than the one of Fairclough, 
and I will not analyze on the social practice, though I will not deny that it’s there. 
In a discourse analysis you need to focus on two dimensions first; the communicative event – a case 
of language use, and second; the order of discourse – the sum of the types of discourse that are used 
within a social institution or a social domain. Types of discourse are based on discourses and genre 
(Jørgensen og Phillips 1999: 79f). According to my empirical data, it will be important in this case 
to remember that the UN is a social institution, which is trying to represent a lot of different states at 
once, which means that their formulation will be affected by the many discourses within the 
different member states, though it's important to mention that I will not look further in to the 
different discourses of the member states. Just be aware that they are existing and are affecting the 
discourse in the UN. 
 
Fairclough believes that every communicative action has three dimensions: 
1. The textual dimension, which shall give a language analysis of the text. 
2. The discursive practice dimension, which specifies the processes around texts production 
and interpretation, and examples on this, could be what discourses that are drawn on in the 
text and how they are combined. 
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3. The social practice dimension, which orientates itself against themes within the area of 
social analysis. This could be the institutional or organizational circumstances around the 
discursive event and how these are creating the discursive practice, and the 
constitutive/constituted effects of discourse (Fairclough 1992: 4). I will only work with the 
two first dimensions named in this report, but still have in mind that there is a social practice 
dimension. 
 
The three functions of discourse 
Fairclough is seeing the discourse as a practice that isn't only representing the world but which is 
also navigating the world. It constitutes and constructs the world in meaning (Fairclough 1992: 64) 
Fairclough distinguishes between two aspects of the discourse constructive effect, which at the 
same time are corresponding with three functions: an identity function, a relational function and an 
idealization function (Fairclough 1992: 64). 
First of all discourse contributes to the construction of social identities and subject positions for 
social subjects. Second of all discourse is constructing social relations between humans. Thirdly 
discourse contributes with knowledge systems. In linguistic context the identity function is working 
with how social identities are made in a discourse. The relational function is working with how 
social relations between discursive individuals are being treated and how they take place. The 
idealization function is working with how texts are giving names to the world and its processes and 
relations (Fairclough 1992: 64). In the report I will use these concepts to look at how the social 
identity of piracy is being constructed/defined and how the social identity “the world” in the form of 
the United Nations is constructing them. How the UN is creating the social relations within the 
definition of piracy and how they are being treated, how should we “the world” deal with them? 
The last one is how the UN decides to describe the different actors “the world” “piracy” and so on 
and which processes and relation there are defined and how in the text. 
Discourse and Power 
Fairclough is pointing out that he very much involved Michel Foucault, which he believes give a 
valuable contribution to the understanding of the relationship between discourse and power, the 
discursive construction of the social subjects and knowledge, and the function of the discourse in 
social change, which is also mentioned above (Fairclough 1992: 38). Fairclough sees Foucaults 
focus as being the discourse conditions of possibility and the research of the definitions conditions 
of possibilities (Fairclough 1992: 38f). 
His focus is upon the 'conditions of possibility' of discourse, upon 'rules of formation' which define 
the possible 'objects', 'enunciative modalities', 'subjects', 'concepts' and 'strategies' of a particular 
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type of discourse. Foucault's emphasis is upon the domains of knowledge which are constituted by 
such rules (Fairclough 1992: 38). 
Discourses contain a set of particular statements that creates rules for the formation of discourse. 
Through these definitions it creates objects of knowledge, subject positions and delimited 
conditions of possibilities for definitions and strategies (Fairclough 1992: 40). 
Fairclough is criticizing Foucault for not having a concept of practice and to weight structures 
higher than the individuals and in that way construct the individual to a helpless subject in the 
structure. Fairclough believes that there is a reality where social subjects can exist in a passive 
position to the discursive practice but also are capable of being actively involved, for example, to 
negotiate their relations to the discourses that they are a part of (Fairclough 1992: 56f). 
  
The three-dimensional perception of the discourse analysis 
In Faircloughs presentation of the three-dimensional perception of discourse analysis, he creates a 
distinction between the discursive and the non-discursive. The three concepts of analysis are texts, 
discursive practice and social practice, and they are standing in a dialectic relation to each other. 
These have the methodological consequence according, to Fairclough, that you can't understand a 
social connection out of a text or a discursive formation alone. Instead you have to analyze their 
mutual relation. That is exactly this dialectic, there can catch the point about, those discourses on 
one way or another are sustained and created by the social structures and that they on the other side 
have the opportunity to affect the social structures (Fairclough 1992: 63f). In this report I will only 
use the first two concepts, which will help me to analyze the documents of UN and define their 
discourse of piracy. 
  
Underneath I will describe Faircloughs dimensions of analysis. 
I will start out with the text dimension. This concept is Fairclough taking directly from Hallidays 
texts analysis. Texts are seen as both the written and the spoken language (Fairclough 1992: 71). A 
text is seen as something which is produced when a part of the reality describes and attributes 
meaning. A text is open to ambivalent interpretations, which means that a text has to be understood 
in a relation to the expounder and that person’s social and discursive practice, which creates 
meaning in the text. So in that way an analysis is seen as a construction of a meaning, rather than 
other potential meanings, a discourse (Fairclough 1992: 71). 
Fairclough is criticizing Ferdinand de Saussures sight on the symbols arbitrary nature in relation to 
the described. Fairclough believes that it's the social relation that decides that a sign is being 
combined with a special description. That means that it isn't completely random (Fairclough 1992: 
74f). An example on this could be a group of people that are being described as pirates instead of 
freedom fighters; it depends on what social relation you are a part of. 
16 
 
Vocabulary or wording is working with words and how some words are chosen or used instead of 
other alternatives words (Fairclough 1992: 77). Here it’s important to look at what alternatives are 
chosen to describe persons, concepts or actions, or to look for which areas (if any) are defined more 
or deeper than others (Fairclough 1992: 77).  
Fairclough is also mentioning word meaning, grammar, cohesion, politeness and metaphor as a part 
of the text dimension, but I will not use this in my analysis. For more information see the part 
“Theoretical thoughts”. 
Interaction control is focusing on who is controlling the interaction and also which organizational 
relations are impacting the interaction (Fairclough 1992: 152-158). The research of interaction 
control is very oriented against how to define who is powerful in the interaction which is building 
the dialogue. There are many ways to research this dominance relation and in that way also many 
ways this power can be constituted. That can be very explicit to who is deciding who speaks, setting 
the agenda and what topics are going to be discussed. It can also be a power to formulate what other 
people mean through repetition and rearticulating another’s statements, then afterward the opinion 
maker can agree or disagree on if it was what he or she said or meant (Fairclough 1992: 157f). The 
interaction control is important according to my analysis, because the documents I use are from an 
organization representing a lot of different individuals (member states), which have to construct a 
common dialogue. 
Transitivity is researching how events and processes are connected with subjects and objects. That 
means if there are any relations or persons that are being enhanced more than others. In the texts 
grammatical construction, activities and relationally patterns can be constructed. Which actors in 
the text attribute the activities that are going on and who are the text generally centered about 
(Fairclough 1992: 177-185).  This concept helps me to define how piracy is defined and what 
connections and activities it is combined with. 
Modality is researching how the producer of the text, through language, is showing affinity for the 
statement and which consequences it has to the dialogue (Fairclough 1992: 158-162). Fairclough is 
in this case introducing four concepts in relation to understand affinity in relation to statements, 
which are modal auxiliary verbs, tense, the set of modal adverbs and the last one is hedge. These 
areas can all be ways to show a support to own statement. I will not explain these further but I will 
use modality to find the UN’s statements of piracy and explain how they are showing affinity for 
their own statements in the documents. The highest support, where the truth of the statement is 
taking for granted, category modality, can be modified in different ways. It can be through a certain 
hesitation or by putting some conditions into the connection. 
Objective or categorical modality expresses power of wishes about, to gain power over generation 
of meaning, but can also work as creating community and solidarity between actors by underlining 
agreement and united foundation. That means that it doesn't necessarily have to say anything about 
connection to own statement, but can be a part of a social strategy (Fairclough 1992: 158-162).  
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Discursive practice 
Fairclough is describing discursive practice as processes of production, distribution and 
interpretation of text. The definition of something is an expression of discursive practice. That 
means that the practitioner of the discursive practice, through articulatory processes, is pointing at 
how this understands, interprets and constructs the reality (Fairclough 1992: 78). By using this 
concept of Fairclough I will be able to describe the discursive practice of the UN. 
Text production and interpretation is dependent on the specific social context. That’s why it's 
important to research the conditions for production and interpretation, because this can give an 
insight into which implicit rules and routines the text has been exposed to. These can also show 
which background or bases the producer has to define the text in one way instead of another, and 
moreover determine the interpreter’s position and how the texts are being consumed. Distribution of 
a text can also have an influence on the form and the content, which are being communicated. That 
is why it’s important to research how the texts, through distribution, are being reformulated and 
transformed ( Fairclough 1992: 79). The research of production, distribution and interpretation 
conditions are a part of creating knowledge to the social context. This contextual knowledge can 
reduce the amount of ambivalence opportunities for interpretations (Fairclough 1992: 79f).  
Fairclough is introducing four concepts to understand the discursive practice. 
The first one is Force which deals with how the texts are using some relations to interpolate 
subjects, to perform a certain action or to get a certain position to a topic or issue ( Fairclough 1992: 
82) 
” UN will award the ones who can find a solution on the international piracy issue”, this is the use 
of direct strength to convince others to do as the UN wishes. It can also be very implicit, for 
example, through questions, implicit requests and others things, that are trying to attribute to the 
wanted or wished. Fairclough believes that the context within the interpolating states is very 
important, to reduce the ambivalence of the interpretations that are being made within the statement. 
A question can have a lot of different meanings underneath; it depends on what is being articulate. 
(Fairclough 1992: 82-83). 
Coherence is including the texts and the interpreter’s opportunities to construct a sensible coherence 
in the text ( Faorclough (1992), p 83). Here it’s important to notice that there isn't talk about the 
classical logical coherence, but more how the text is creating some subject positions, which the 
interpreted subject can relate to and in that way be interpolated of (Fairclough 1992: 84). In the 
mean time the point is that the text only gives meaning to them which are giving it meaning, the 
ones who are capable of understanding the meaningful relations, this with or without the presence 
of the markers for meaning and coherence. Typically the text will be constituted to give meaning to 
others within the same discourse, or directly pointed at addressees, which are a part of another 
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discourse; given that it wouldn't be clear which meaningful principle it should be formed after 
(Fairclough 1992: 84). 
Intertextuality is the quality of a text to refer, directly or indirectly, to other texts, in that way 
recessing it as a constituting supplement in an already existing intertextual chain (Fairclough 1992: 
84). In this case Fairclough is distinguishing between ”manifest intertextuality” which means when 
there is a text directly preferred over specific other texts and interdiscoursivity that shows in the 
way that the text is referring to other discourses and discourse types which have meaning for the 
production. The interesting thing in this is to look at how texts can transform earlier texts and 
restructure already existing conventions, genre and discourses to generate new ones. This 
opportunity to generate new discourses and genre isn’t free, but socially limited and conditional to 
power relations (Fairclough 1992: 134f).  
Intertextuality can also be references to others words, not only in text, but in the referees that we 
work with, what others are saying can be reproduced and in these situations is it impossible to find 
out what the meaning is, if it's written correctly in the referee or if the referent has just written it's 
opinion or meaning in that case. There will always be an ambivalence in relations if the formulation 
can ascribe to the person who said it, write it, define it or if it is from the original text (Fairclough 
1992: 104f). 
I will use these concepts to describe and research the discursive practice of the UN. 
 
Social Practice 
The social practice is, as Fairclough would call it, the non-discursive. By this he doesn't mean that 
this level can be described with discourse analysis. That’s why he sees it as necessary to involve 
relevant social theory. He does seem to believe that the discursive practice is being encased in the 
social structure and practice. The social practice has influence on how the reality is described and 
defined in the discursive practice. This definition works back as a constituted effect on the social 
structure, in this way it shows the dialectical relation between discursive practice and social practice 
( Fairclough 1992: 64). I have chosen not to use any other social theory than the discourse analysis 
of Fairclough, because his theory alone is enough to help me answer my problem formulation, 
which also means that I will not look at the social practice in my report, see more in the chapter 
“theoretical thoughts”. 
 
Short summary 
Fairclaugh believes that every communicative action has three dimensions: 
1. The textual dimension, which shall give a language analysis of the text. 
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2. The discursive practice dimension, which specifies the processes around texts production 
and interpretation. An example of this could be what discourses there are drawn on in the 
text and how they are combined. 
3. The social practice dimension, which orientates itself against themes within the area of 
social analysis. This could be the institutional or organizational circumstances around the 
discursive event and how these are creating the discursive practice and the 
constitutive/constituted effects of discourse. 
Fairclough is seeing the discourse as a practice, there isn't only representing the world, but which is 
navigating the world. It constitutes and constructs the world in meaning. Fairclough distinguish 
between two aspects of the discourses constructive effect, which in the same time are corresponding 
with three functions, an identity function, a relational function and an idealization function. The 
three concepts of analysis are texts, discursive practice and social practice. 
The concepts that I have chosen to use in my analysis is modality, interaction control, 
wording/vocabulary and transitivity. 
Fairclough is describing discursive practice as processes of production, distribution and 
interpretation of text. The concepts according to the discursive practice, that I will use in my 
analysis is Force, coherence and intertextuality. 
Fairclough also have a social practice dimension, but I will not use this in my analysis. 
 
Methodological thoughts 
In this part of my report I will explain some of my thoughts and reasons for choosing the theory and 
empirical data that I did, and how this is relevant for the answer of my research questions. 
 
Theoretical thoughts 
In this part I will explain how the choice of Faircloughs critical discourse analysis and his concepts 
can help me to the research on my chosen empirical data, and how it can contribute to the answer of 
my research question. 
There are many different definitions of the concept “discourse” and discourse analyses and many 
different ways to use them, but I have in my report chosen to use the definition that Fairclough is 
using “…discourse is a mode of action, one form in which people may act upon the world and 
especially upon each other, as well as a mode of representation“(Fairclough 1992: 63). 
There are different approaches to the discourse analysis as discourse psychology, the discourse 
theory and then there is the critical discourse analysis. In my report I have chosen to work with the 
critical discourse analysis with focus on the one that is developed by the British linguist Norman 
Fairclough. I believe that his approach to discourse analysis is relevant, because he has developed a 
model for discourse where both the linguistic role and the social perspective are playing important 
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roles, and at the same time you will, with the critical discourse analysis, focus on the coverage of 
the discursive practices effect on the maintenance of the unequal power relations, and because of 
the report’s focus on the analysis of different UN documents is the critical discourse analysis a 
central tool. I believe this after reading many different discourse theories from different theorists. I 
am aware that if I had chosen some of the other theorists and used their work, my report would have 
ended up differently. However, I believe that Fairclough is the most relevant theorist to use in my 
case, because I need to study specific documents (from the United Nation) and make a text analysis 
to look at the text, the words and the connections according to piracy. For this I believe that 
Fairclough’s discourse analysis has the best concepts for the purpose of my research. He has the 
most sophisticated model for the relation between language use and the wider societal practices, 
which are also the meaning of Marianne Winther Jørgensen and Louise Phillips (Jørgensen og 
Phillips 1999 101).  This is important for my report, because I use empirical data from the United 
Nation which is an international organization, who represent a lot of countries (member states), so I 
expect that UN has chosen a specific use of language in their documents and that there is a relation 
between this language use and the social relation within the discursive practice of the UN. 
There are some aspects in Faircloughs theory that I have chosen to ignore, because I believe that it’s 
not everything in Faircloughs theory that is relevant for my analysis and the answer of my research 
question.   
And example could be his concept “ethos”, which is working with the actors use of body language, 
how identities and subject positions are constituted through language and nonlinguistic outlines, 
that means both the discursive and non-discursive outlines ( Fairclough 1992: 166) This part of 
Faircloughs theory is not relevant to my research because I only look at written documents, which 
means that I am not able to see the body language according to the formulation of this documents, 
so I can't analyze it. 
In my report I have chosen only to work with the discourse analysis. According to Fairclough, the 
best way to find the non-discursive or the social practice is by connecting his theory with other 
relevant theory. I have chosen, because I’m making a document analysis, that Fairclough’s theory is 
enough to research what I wish for in this report. In this case I am not going to research the social 
practice dimension, but Fairclough does though seem to believe that the discursive practices are 
being encased in the social structure and practice. The social practice has influence on how the 
reality is being described and defined in the discursive practice. This definition works as a 
constituted effect on the social structure, in this way it shows the dialectical relation between 
discursive practice and social practice (Fairclough 1992: 64). In my report I will not use Faircloughs 
social practice dimension, as mentioned above, because I would like to find the discourse in written 
UN documents, so the textual dimension and the discursive practice are the ones which can help me 
research this. 
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Critical considerations of discourse theory 
In this part of the report I will take a critical look on my theory by using critiques from authors that 
have certain knowledge in this area. It’s important to include this critique in my report, according to 
the use of discourse theory but also on Faicloughs discourse analysis to show its delimitation’s, 
which also affect the possibilities of the research 
General critique of discourse analysis 
Some of the critique on discourse theory is that it's not capable of researching what is really 
representing the center-line on sociological theory and Marxistic theory, and that is the fundamental 
relation between the societal structures and the societal actor’s opportunities to act. Some will 
believe that a concept like that is wrong, because the actions of the actors are always assumed to be 
directly conditional of namely structural and institutional relations within the given community or 
organization (Andersen and Kaspersen et. al. 2007: 191) 
Discourse analysis has a theoretically weak understanding of group formation processes, subject 
and agency. Underneath this you find the question of subjectivity and peoples degree of control, 
because for example Fairclough (but it also counts in general discourse theory) under-lines that 
discourses are playing a role in constructing social identities and social relations as well as 
knowledge and meaning systems but haven't neglected these social aspects, This missing link in 
Faircloughs and many others critical-discourse approaches are accompanied by a similar lack of 
empirical science in the consumption of texts (Jørgensen and Phillips 1999: 102) 
Critical consideration of Fairclough 
Fairclough believes that the discursive and social practice is standing in a dialectic relationship with 
one another, but from the book ”Social Discourse and Social Change” it’s very hard to find out, 
when something is considered respectively a social practice or a discursive practice (Fairclough, 
1992). 
These dialectical relations are being criticized by Marianne Winther Jørgensen and Louise Phillips 
for the following: There may be a theoretical and for sure a practical problem when you have to 
handle the dialectic between the discursive and the non-discursive. For how can you show that 
something is dialectic in relation to something else? Where is the border between two things? 
Where is a dialectic interaction? And how can it show exactly where and how the non-discursive is 
affecting and changing the discourse, and the other way around? ) Jørgensen og Phillips 1999: 101-
102) 
There is no clear direction of what social theory you could use according to Fairclough and how 
much you need for it to be enough to cover everything (Jørgensen of Phillips 1999: 102) 
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Another interesting critic against Fairclough and the discourse analyses in general, is the perception 
that there is no tangible subject for analysis, it's all very vague, and that the causal mechanisms 
were not identified and explored, but simply attributed names such as, discourse, power, 
etc. (Rothstein 2006). 
Empirical thoughts 
In this part I will explain which empirical data I have used in my thesis, and why I found them 
relevant for the answer of my research question. I will also explain how and where in the report I 
have used the data. 
Somalia 
In the chapter about Somalia facts and history I used 2 books of I.M Lewis, who is Professor of 
Anthropology at the London School of Economics. He is an internationally acknowledged 
Africanist. His research and published work on Somali history and society is one of the most 
extensive than any person made.  
I use the books “Understanding Somalia: Guide to Culture, History and Social Institutions” (1993) 
and “A Modern History of Somalia Nation and State in the Horn of Africa” (1980). 
The books are quite old but none the less are very well written and contain good information on 
Somalia. These books I use to explain the history in Somalia and what they have been through 
which have impacted the Somalia we see today.  
I also use a book by Abdullah, Mohamed D “Culture and Customs of Somalia” and chapter 14 
written by Marchal, Roland “Islamic Political Dynamics in Somalia Civil War” from the book 
“Islam in Africa South of the Sahara”. In the empirical chapter I furthermore use different authors 
and their articles and reports to explain Somalia today and Somali piracy. These articles are chosen 
according to their relevance to my research and the exact part of the report that they are used in but 
also from the reliability of the author, which I have looked at by seeing where the articles are 
posted, in what combination or in what organization they are writing from (is their knowledge 
reliable) and the authors background and knowledge according to the subject Somalia and Somali 
piracy. 
UN documents 
In the chapter about United Nations definition of piracy through time I use documents only from the 
United Nations. At first it was difficult to discover out how to locate the right documents and how 
to enter the old ones (from before 2000) so I had an email correspondence with a person from the 
United Nations or at least their contact department in Belgium and he gave me this 
page: http://documents.un.org/default.asp and told me that if I search on the subject “piracy” and 
chose “UN documents” and years (I chose 1945-2008, because they told me that the first opening 
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was in 1968) I will find all the relevant documents from the United Nations on piracy. So the 
documents used in this chapter are from this page. I didn’t use all of them because there where 
many, but I read them all and chose the ones that were relevant to my research and which were 
suitable for showing the development of the definition of piracy through time. I used documents 
from different years, from the very beginning of the first time piracy is mentioned in UN documents 
until 2006, and they are included with the quotes written in the chapter and the explanation of what 
I am observing in the chosen documents trying to explain piracy and its definition from the view of 
the international society represented by the United Nations. By communicating with the UN and 
using their recommendations according to relevant documents on piracy I believe that these 
documents are reliable and valid to use for my research, but I am also aware that I took the decision 
of which documents out of the 70 that where available, so I will have in mind that there is a 
possibility that others would have chosen differently.  
  
The last empirical data I used is also from the United Nation and its homepage. These are the 
documents (reports, resolutions etc.) used for the analysis of Somali piracy. These documents are 
from 2008-2013, which is where my main focus lies. The documents are found on the page: 
Security Council Report with the theme; UN documents of 
piracy: http://www.securitycouncilreport.org/un-
documents/search.php?IncludeBlogs=10&limit=15&tag=%22Security%20Council%20Resolutions
%22+AND+%22Piracy%22&ctype=Piracy&rtype=Security%20Council%20Resolutions&cbtype=
piracy. On this page the most important and relevant documents, from the UN, on piracy from 2008 
until now are found. There are also documents from the secretary-general on piracy, some of which 
I am using also because it’s relevant. The main reason why it’s all under the Security Council is 
because they are sitting with the main responsibility of the issue of Somali piracy.  Again, like 
above, there were a lot of documents, resolutions, and reports etc. but I have been able to locate the 
ones that where the most relevant according to my research, and on the issue of piracy, but again I 
know that there is a possibility that others might have thought different, but that is the consequences 
of working with discourse analysis; it depends on what person is using it, how it is used and which 
specific documents are chosen. 
 
So as it’s shown in the empirical thoughts written above almost all of my empirical data comes 
from UN documents, beside the empirical data used in the introduction chapter on Somalia history 
where I use books and articles from different authors who have knowledge according to Somalia 
and Somali piracy. The UN documents are chosen from a list of most relevant documents when it 
comes to piracy, and later on piracy at the coast of Somalia. The documents from 1968 until 2006 
are all types of UN documents, because this is before or at the beginning of the development of 
Somalia piracy. The ones from 2008 until 2013 are mainly reports and resolutions from the Security 
24 
 
Council or the Secretary General, because the Security Council is the main organization within the 
United Nation to deal with the issue of Somali piracy. All the documents on United Nation are 
taken from homepages which are written and managed by the United Nations. 
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Chapter 3 
In this chapter I will give a brief explanation on Somalia, its history, Somali piracy and the UN 
history of piracy and the development and definition of piracy before 2008. 
 
Somalia 
In this part I will write about Somalia and its history. This is to give the reader an idea of what’s 
going on in Somalia and why this country is so chaotic. It has importance for the analysis and the 
report because I work with the discourse of Somali piracy, and in that case it's important to have 
background knowledge of the country. It’s also to get a view of Somalia and Somalia piracy that is 
not related to the UN documents, to have an alternative perspective on Somali piracy. 
General facts of Somalia 
The country Somalia occupies an approximate landmass of 638.000 sq km., which is slightly bigger 
than the United Kingdom, and the country is shaped as the number seven (Hesse 2011: 1) The 
population of Somalia is approximately counting around 10 million people (Abdullahi 2001: 7). 
Somalia forms a single ethnic unit in the Horn of Africa which stretches from the Awash valley in 
the north and to beyond the Tana River in Northern Kenya in the south. If you look at the linguistic 
and cultural affiliation, the people in Somalia belong to the Cushitic-speaking family (Lewis 1993: 
9). 
In Somalia, because of the dry savanna, they are essentially a nation of pastoral nomads; they are 
forced by the climate in their country to move around with their sheep’s, goats, camels etc, to find 
water and pasturage (Lewis 1980: 1f). Between 60-70% of the Somalia people are nomads or have 
nomads’ affiliation (Lewis 1993: 10). 
The people in Somalia are firmly attached to Islam, and they can be divided into three main 
denominations, which are Sufi or more mystical brotherhoods, which are found all over the world. 
The three are: the Qadiriya, the Ahmadiya and its derivative the Salihiya (Lewis 1993: 16) 
 
Somalia history 
In the middle of the nineteenth century Somalia was rapidly drawn into a colonial competition 
between Britain, Italy and France. Egypt which is from the African continent as well where also 
involved. By 1897 the partition of Somalia was finally done, and even if some adjustment came 
afterwards, the frontier of the new Somali territories was drawn. The countries Britain, France and 
Italy had some special interest in the Somaliland and the Aden area. For example, Britain was 
dependent on Somalia for its supplies of meat. And in general the countries were interested in 
Somalia because of the possibility for trading and the sea route in the Aden (Lewis 1980: 40f). 
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Somalia was a nation but not a unified state; there were six major divisions of the nation, and they 
didn’t act as stable political units. This means that they were too large, too widely dispersed, and 
they lacked the necessary organization. They were divided into subsidiary clans. Clans where lead 
by the elders, which in principle means all senior adult men (Lewis 1993: 25) 
In the end of the 19th century, the two super-powers France and Britain where competing in the 
region. Their main interest was to gain control of the Nile Waters (Lewis 1993: 25). 
In 1941 Britain gained control over the whole Somalia area except for Djibouti. Then Britain 
worked together with the USA, USSR and France to find out what the future status should be of the 
ex- Italian Somali colony. Britain wanted it to be a united Somalia state, with the trusteeship and 
British administration, but this was rejected (Lewis 1993: 27). 
One of many side-effects of the Second World War was to create a new conception of the Somali 
nationalism, this happened in connection with the unifying of the many Somali territories (Lewis 
1980: 116). 
In 1950 the Italians returned to administrate their former colony in Somalia, and this lasted for a 
period of teen years with a UN trusteeship (Lewis 1993: 28). 
The role of Italy doing this time was clear, and it was defined by the UN trusteeship as “foster the 
development of free political institutions and to promote the development of the inhabitants of the 
territory towards independence” (Lewis 1980: 139).  
In 1960 the British Somaliland was prepared for independence so it could join together with the 
Somalia when the latter became independent in 1960. This was followed by the desire of the 
political leaders in both countries. In July 1960 the Somalians formed the Somalia Republic and this 
was with a government, which was formed from the governments within the two countries (the 
Britain Somalia and the Italian Somalia). This brought in a lot of problems, because besides the 
language problem there were also a big difference in the ways the British and Italians had run the 
administration, bureaucratic procedures and so on (Lewis 1993: 28). 
In the end of 1963 a Somali uprising in the Ogaden led to a big but brief confrontation between the 
Somalia and Ethiopian armed forces (Lewis 1993: 30). 
In 1967 there was a new formed civilian government which was led under the premiership of 
Mohammed Haji Ibrahim Egal, which was from the ex-British colony of Somalia. In 1969 Somalia 
held what would later be shown as their last election. Here 1002 candidates, representing 62 parties 
in total, where competing for the 123 seats that were available. The candidates were mainly from 
the thinly disguised clan organizations (Lewis 1993: 31). Shortly after this a military coup was 
followed. The reason for the start of the coup came from young Somalia army officers that were 
impatient with all the corruption, nepotism and so on, which was a reality in the state of Somalia, 
but shortly after the coup it became clear that the new head of the state president held the reins of 
power firmly in his hands. He replaced civilian district and provincial governors with military 
personnel, recruited unemployed urban tribal drop-outs for a series of public works projects and so 
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on. This was all part of a wider strategy aimed at abolishing traditional clan divisions (Lewis 1993: 
31f). 
In 1974 Somalia joined the Arab league. This was also the year of the inauguration of a new 
expansive phase. In this case Somalia gained some leverage with Russia, and chaired and hosted the 
Organization of African Unity Heads of State meeting. In 1977 the area of Djibouti became 
independent. In this period Somalia also had made an agreement with the United State that involved 
replacing Russia as Somalia's patron superpower. Afterwards this didn't seem to happen. (Lewis 
(1993), p37f). In 1978 there was another military coup in Somalia, which left things as confused 
and uncertain as ever before (Lewis 1993: 38). 
In the years 1978 and 1979 the number of refugees exploded. In December 1979 the numbers of 
Somali refugees was around 400.000 and a year after that the number doubled. Most of them lived 
in more than 30 different camps. There were also many who were “invisible refugees” that lived 
with families or friends. The refugees were ethnic Somalis, which meant they where refugees in 
their own country/home. The organizations like the UN and others where present in the camps, and 
the numbers from these organizations shows that the most of the refugees where women, young 
children and old men. It was in these years the international world in the form of organizations like 
the UN and others started to work in Somalia, and tried to help them with their huge refugee 
problem (Lewis 1993: 61f). 
Somaliland, which is the part of Somalia closest to Arabia, has a more common cultural bond with 
Arabia than the rest of the country. This is seen by the less developed public life of women and few 
girls were sent to school until recent years. (Badru et al. 2013: 332). 
Somalia today and the international community 
Since 1991 when the government in Mogadishu collapsed the international community has tried to 
intervene in Somalia, but they failed to construct the Somali state again. After the “Blackhawk 
down” battle to capture Mohammed Farah Aideed, all the American troops left Somalia and about a 
year later the UN force departed. From this point, the international community decided not to 
intervene in Somalia, besides providing emergency food aid.  The only problem that kept interesting 
the international society was the growing terrorist problem.  
Because of the growth of Islamic courts in Somalia and a lot of threatening statements from its 
leaders, the neighboring country of Ethiopia, on a request from the Somali Transitional Federal 
Government (TFG) invaded Somalia in 2006 (Dahra, ed. 2012: 15-16) 
In 2009 Ethiopia pulled out of Somalia, but the TFG was still vulnerable to groups like Al-Shebaab, 
so the African Union decided to stay in the country to help the TFG (Dahra, ed. 2012: 16). 
Somalia has been a failed state for many years and has had problems with clan fiefdoms and has 
been wracked by deadly violence through the years.  The USA, the UN and other international 
organizations have tried to support the TFG in Somalia through the years, but it’s extremely costly, 
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and the results aren’t spectacular. The TFG’s chances of creating stability in Somalia is almost non-
existent and Islamic groups like Al-shebaab and other clans and organizations have taken over 
control in many areas of the country (Bruton 2010: 3-8). 
Even more than a decade after the implosion of Mogadishu and the subsequent death of the national 
state the saga of Somalia still continues. Overall the warlord politics have turned nearly the whole 
country of Somalia into a living hell. This is especially true in the Southern region. The 
consequences are huge for the country and the life expectancy has declined very dramatically and is 
now on the level of some of the AIDS-devastated countries. Literacy rates and educational 
enrollments on this continent have dropped sharply to be the lowest in the world (Samatar 2008: 1). 
Another consequence of the collapse of the state in 1991 was the beginning of the development of 
piracy. This has lead to several numbers of international responses. Mainly it has involved naval 
patrols, but piracy attacks continue despite the presence of the naval forces. To understand the 
factors and the causes of the development of piracy it is important as well to look at the underlying 
factors (Kiriangani: 2010). The situation in Somalia has worsened through the years. In 2007 1.5 
million people were estimated to be in a great need of humanitarian assistance, and in 2010 that 
number has risen to 3.2 million. Around 75 percent of these are located in south central Somalia 
(Bradbury 2010: 7). Today Somalia is a failed state on almost every measure. It was ranked as 
number one in 2012 in the foreign policy failed state index. The Somalian government is fractured, 
the economy is in shambles. The infrastructure in serious decay and the rule of law does not exist, 
which makes it a hotbed of crime like piracy (Marra ed. 2013: 4). 
Somalia Piracy 
            “‘The world’s most dangerous place’… ‘The world’s worst humanitarian crisis’… ‘The 
world’s most corrupt nation’… ‘The world’s most comprehensively failed state’… ‘The most 
dangerous capital city on earth’…  These are just some of the labels that have been applied to 
Somalia by journalists, academics, aid workers and politicians” (Harper 2012) 
In September 2008 Somalia was dominating the news agenda. A lot of harbors along the coast of 
Somalia were successfully used to capture hijacked international shipping (Anderson 2009: 1). 
            “The emergence of strong pirate networks in the central and northeast regions of Somalia 
has become a significant threat to the international shipping industry and potentially to local 
stability” (Bruton 2010: 18). 
Ships which are sailing anywhere within the Indian Ocean are potentially at great risk of being 
attacked or hijacked by pirates (Murphy 2012: 5) 
            “Arguably there are six reasons why Somali piracy should concern us: its political 
implications, wider geostrategic issues, naval performance, and the privatization of naval force, 
human security consequences and economic costs” (Murphy 2012: 5). 
The biggest problem is the failure of Somali governance to solve the problem. It's not enough with 
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short term actions, we also need to look at the medium and long term actions.  
Piracy has existed for ages, but the piracy seen in earlier days is different from the Somali Piracy 
that we see today. 
            “Piracy is a crime of opportunity. It’s an economically motivated activity conducted either 
by gangs of petty thieves who steal ships’ property or by organized criminals who steal whole ships 
for their cargo and in many cases kill whole crews to prevent them from interfering. Somali pirates 
are very different: in their model it’s the crew who are valuable not the ship or its cargo; their aim is 
to exploit the difference between the marginal value placed on human life in Somalia and its value 
in the outside world”. (Murphy  2009) 
The Somalia that we know today is one of the most dangerous places in the world not only to the 
citizens but also to the humanitarian aid workers in the country. This is due to the heavy fighting 
and the weak local governance. Somalia has now become the site of the worst piracy epidemic in 
the world (Menkhaus 2011: 9). 
            “Somali piracy is the most substantial non-state threat to the free and peaceful use of the sea 
since the Second World War. It demands a response that matches its seriousness” (Murphy 2012: 
10). 
Somali piracy keeps developing and one of the most noticeable changes in the past years with 
Somali piracy has been the areas where the piracy activities are present. There has been a shift in 
this area from the beginning where it was the port of Mogadishu and southern Somalia; it has now 
changed to be the Gulf of Aden. This makes sense, because the Gulf of Aden is a major shipping 
route for the international shipping industry (Middleton 2008: 6). 
The reasons for Somali piracy have their roots in a lot of different factors. Among them are: state 
failure, encroachment of Somali waters and the poor living conditions of the Somali population 
(Kisiangani 2010).   
UN and piracy through time 
In this part of the report, I will explain how the United Nation have defined piracy through time, 
and try to define the most important documents within the area of piracy. This is important to the 
understanding of the discourse of piracy, to see the development in the definition of piracy through 
time and to the analysis that I will make later on. It’s also to give the reader a picture of how the 
definition of piracy has developed and changed from the beginning until now. 
When the UN talks about piracy or defines it within their documents, there are four main subjects 
that lead you to piracy or the act of it. These are piracy, crime, maritime safety and the hijacking of 
ships. 
The first opening in the official documents from the United Nation where piracy is defined is in a 
letter from 1968. This letter is from the permanent representative of Cambodia, addressed to the 
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president of the UN Security Council. “On 7 December 1967, at about 3.30 a.m., ten armed 
soldiers of the Republic of Viet-Nam entered Khmer territory and looted the home of a Khmer 
inhabitant named Ream Pao living in the village of Prasat, Sangkat of Prasat, Srok of Chantrea, 
Province of Svay-Rieng. In the course of this outrage, the South Ret-Namese soldiers succeeded in 
making off with six buffalo, which they took with them when they withdrew into South Viet-Nam. 
The Royal Government has lodged a vigorous protest against this act of piracy committed by South 
Viet-Namese soldiers on Khmer territory and has called upon the Government of the Republic of 
Viet-Nam to take the, necessary steps to return the six buffalo to their owner, Mr. Ream Pao, a 
Khmer peasant”( ODS- search results link 1, 1967). In this quote taken from the letter, piracy is 
described in connection with stealing six buffalo. In this case piracy is not directly mentioned as 
something that happens on the sea like we see it today but just in connection with stealing, which is 
criminal. This is not really in connection with the kind of piracy that I write about, but I still think 
that the first definition of the word piracy is important to show. 
 
The document: role of the office of the United Nations high commissioner for refugees in south-east 
Asia (1979-1983), are written by the secretary-general and published in 1985. In this document they 
have a part 57, with the title: anti-piracy program. In this part they define piracy as sea-bound: 
 “To head off frequent pirate attacks on sea-bound asylum seekers, an anti.-piracy 
program involving the Royal Thai Government and IINHCR acting on behalf of twelve donor 
countries was established in 1982 and has been extended annually in subsequent years.  while a 
number of pirate suspects have been prosecuted, the extent to which this program which currently 
cost over US$3 milllon has helped to slow down acts of piracy at sea is difficult to gauge”, and they 
also explains in the same part that in June 1963, the High Commissioner assembled a team of 
maritime experts to review anti-piracy activities and make recommendations on how operations 
might be improved: 
”As a result, an Anti-Piracy Coordinator was appointed  to follow up the 
recommendations made which include the deployment of consultants to improve information 
gathering, and the evaluation of technical equipment for operational use” Here it is clear that they 
actually are trying to make some efforts to fight piracy. (ODS-search result link 2, 1985). 
 
Report of the sub-committee of the whole on international protection (tenth meeting) from the 
United Nations general assembly (1985): In part 31 in this report they talk about piracy in according 
to the asylum-seekers: 
”One representative recalled that in promoting rescue at sea the RASRO and DISERO 
schemes helped to protect asylum-seekers from the dangers of the elements and from piracy attacks. 
In this respect the RASRO and DISERO schemes were complimentary to the anti-piracy 
arrangement”. Piracy has a tendency to appear and develop in countries or areas where there are 
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problems within the state, where it’s hard to find work or something alike. This is also normally in 
those areas where crime is developing and where there is a lot of crime in general. Piracy is seen as 
a crime. (ODS-search result link 3, 1985). 
In 1988 the Secretary-General of the United Nation got a letter from the permanent representative 
of Jordan. This document is handling a lot of subjects, which are a point of the Islamic conference. 
In this document they also define piracy. In the part they call resolution no.10/17-E- on the code of 
conduct of shipping lines, association and cooperation in combating piracy and maritime fraud. 
Here they have different points or notes on piracy as an example they are making a note: 
 “ that the incidents of piracy and maritime fraud have been on the increase 
internationally” and they are referring that ” to the efforts within the framework  of UNCTAD 
towards the preparation of legislation which Contains provisions for combating all forms of piracy 
and maritime fraud” which lead to a request of ” the Member' States to adopt 
appropriate  measures for deterring the occurrence of acts of piracy and maritime fraud and to 
cooperate in the imposition  and the carrying out of punishment against those who commit such 
crimes” (ODS-search result link 4, 1988) 
 
From 1992-1995 there have been a big focus on the law of the sea from the United Nations General 
assembly. Some years the focus on piracy has been stronger than others. For example in law of the 
sea: Report of the secretary general, here they define piracy many times in the report, for example 
under the part of regional problems. They are talking about a mounting of issues concerning in the 
China Sea. Here piracy is one of them. They are also saying that piracy is one of the themes or 
subjects that need more maritime surveillance and law enforcement. Furthermore there is in this 
report a chapter called piracy and armed robbery. Here they define piracy as the big problem it has 
become, in connection with armed robbery: 
“Piracy and armed robbery at sea have been persistent problems for merchant 
shipping in several regions around the world, particularly in South America, West Africa and 
South-East Asia” in this quote they explains which region that are having trouble with this problem. 
They also point out the threats that piracy creates: 
“They emphasize that piracy and armed robbery are a serious threat to the lives of 
seafarers, to vessels, to the marine environment and to commercial interests”. There have already 
been some attempts to help the problem: 
“By the ASEAN Declaration on the South China Sea, the six Governments have now 
resolved to collaborate on anti-piracy operations, and several (Indonesia, Malaysia and Singapore) 
have already agreed to joint marine patrols in the area of the Malacca/Singapore Straits”. Through 
this report they are considering piracy within different frameworks: 
“The piracy problem has been considered also within that framework, and proposals 
advanced that would impose a levy on shipowners to help pay both for pollution surveillance 
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aircraft and the posting of police guards on merchant vessels in the Straits and in the South China 
Sea”, “Shipowners have objected to such a levy, particularly in respect of piracy, stressing that it is 
the duty of Governments to ensure safe passage in their waters” (ODS-search result link 5, 1992). 
 
In 1995 there is a report which is handling the same issue and is also written by the General-
Assembly of the UN, but what is new is that the UN now is able to put numbers on the attacks of 
piracy since 1991: 
 “As of 31 August 1995, the total number of acts of piracy and armed robbery against 
ships reported to IMO since 1991 was 568, and 51 of those acts took place between January and 
August 1995” there is a concern from the United Nation that this tends now seems to have 
reversed” noting with concern that the piracy and armed robbery trend, which in the middle of 
1994 had been downwards, had now reversed, in particular in South-East Asia and South America, 
invited all Governments concerned and the industry to intensify their efforts to eliminate such 
unlawful activities in all areas concerned”, UN then decides to keep an eye on the development of 
piracy, they will from now on count the attacks on a monthly basis: 
“In view of the upward trend in attacks, the Committee decided that the IMO 
secretariat should issue monthly reports on all incidents of piracy and armed robbery against ships 
reported to the organization and, in addition, on a quarterly basis, composite reports accompanied 
by an analysis of the situation”. In this report and by taking a look at the quotes from it, it’s clear 
that piracy is more a focus now than ever before, and they start counting it and putting in bigger and 
wider efforts against this problem, that is also now described as a big international threat. (ODS-
search result link 6, 1995). 
 
In 1998 “Ocean and the Law of the sea: Report of the Secretary- General”, piracy is mentioned 
many times, mainly in the chapter 4 about piracy and armed robbery. Here they are talking about 
the great concern that piracy and armed robbery at sea is to the shipping industry, and that the act of 
piracy and armed robbery is growing and that it’s the same areas that this trend is showing. This 
time it seems like they are talking about it in a more serious way than before, and they even put 
exact numbers on attacks (which they also did in the one mentioned earlier, where they also decided 
to start counting every attack), killings and so on: 
“Most of the attacks was reported to have occurred in territorial waters, while the 
ships were at anchor or berthed, and in many cases violence was used against the crew. According 
to the annual report of the International Maritime Bureau of the International Chamber of 
Commerce on piracy and armed robbery, during 1997, 51 crew members were killed, 30 were 
injured, 22 assaulted, 116 threatened and 412 were taken hostage. Indonesia is the area of highest 
risk with 47 attacks reported in 1997. Thailand ranked second with 17 attacks reported, and Brazil 
and the Philippines ranked third with 15 attacks reported” they are also trying to explain some of 
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the reason for the development of piracy “In some cases there is a lack of financial resources and, 
as pointed out by the shipping industry, a lack of political will on the part of some coastal States 
concerned, to combat 12 piracy and armed robbery in their territorial sea” and: 
 “Another suggestion that has been put forward for dealing with the problem of piracy 
and armed robbery is to update the existing legal definitions of piracy to reflect modern piracy 
practices” It this part they are also mentioning that there has been a request for piracy and armed 
robbery to be kept permanently on the agenda of the United Nations. The UN is also in this report 
talking about punishment and prosecution in an international view, so it will be possible to fight this 
serious problem. One last thing worth mentioning in this report is that they also are considering the 
already existing definition and international law on piracy and if they need to make any changes. 
(ODS-research  link 7, 1998) 
 
2001 Report on the work of the United Nations Open-ended Informal Consultative Process 
established by the General Assembly in its resolution 54/33 in order to facilitate the annual review 
by the Assembly of developments in ocean affairs at its second meeting: this is a Letter dated 22 
June 2001 from the Co-Chairpersons of the Consultative Process addressed to the President of the 
General Assembly. In this report they mention piracy frequently, and there is a big focus on piracy 
and the international problem it has become, the great development of it, and how to fight it 
together as an international society:  
“The recent rapid growth in incidents of piracy and armed robbery at sea, the harm 
that they cause to seafarers and the threats that they pose to the safety of shipping and, 
consequently, to marine and coastal environments and to the trade carried by sea make it essential 
to give higher national and international priority to efforts to eradicate these crimes which are 
often the result of transnational crime” in this report they are also discussing if all the countries are 
capable of handling this problem. To solve the problem, they need all states to help the developing 
countries in the fight against piracy: 
“Effective prevention of and response to piracy and armed robbery at sea will require 
the support of the international community by providing adequate support to developing countries, 
in particular to coastal and flag developing States, in the areas of transfer of technology and 
capacity-building in their efforts to prevent piracy and armed robbery at sea”. In this report they 
are discussing in which way it is possible how to fight the problem. It is then explained how a 
common agreement on how to act if piracy should happen. Throughout the whole report piracy is 
equated with armed robbery at sea. It’s a matter of international safety and security. In the report it 
is clear that it is important to fight this problem together as an international society, because it can 
not be fought alone. This report is probably the most detailed report made until 2001, where 
everything is described in details, like how to deal with the problem, how to act, what to do, and the 
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different states responsibility, and possibilities. What has been done so far, what did not work the 
way it was suppose to, and the problem that is still rising: 
“Acts of piracy and armed robbery against ships were characterized as international 
crimes that were often part of organized transnational crimes, which no State could combat on its 
own”. Piracy has to be seen in a connection with other criminal activities at sea: 
“It was also noted that piracy and armed robbery should be seen in the larger context 
of illegal activities at sea, such as illicit traffic in narcotic drugs and psychotropic substances, the 
illegal transport of migrants and organized crime, which constituted a threat to international peace 
and security” it’s also in this report where the research of piracy and alternative ways (which 
haven’t been seen earlier) are defined: 
“Delegations noted that acts of piracy were by definition confined to the high seas or 
the exclusive economic zone and that not all of the attacks that took place in these maritime zones 
could be classified as traditional acts of piracy over which all States might exercise jurisdiction 
under the provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea”( ODS-search link 8, 
2001). 
 
2004 Report on the work of the United Nations Open-ended Informal Consultative Process on 
Oceans and the Law of the Sea at its fifth meeting: 
“It was proposed that the General Assembly: Welcome the progress of regional 
cooperation in some geographical areas and of global cooperation with IMO, aimed at combating 
piracy and armed robbery at sea, by adopting appropriate measures, including those relating to 
assistance with capacity-building, and call upon States to give urgent attention to promoting, 
concluding, adopting and implementing cooperation agreements at the regional level in high risk 
areas” at this meeting, they briefly talk about the development of piracy, and how to handle it: 
“The growing threat posed by piracy and armed robbery to commercial and other 
ships was addressed by some delegations. They urged all coastal and port States to ensure 
protection from piracy and armed robbery in waters under their jurisdiction. One delegation 
informed the meeting that the Regional Cooperation Agreement on Combating Piracy and Armed 
Robbery against Ships in Asia had been finalized in November 2003, in Tokyo, and was a unique 
example of a regional multilateral agreement for combating piracy. Other interested States were 
urged to proceed with the formalities to adopt the Agreement. In this context, the importance that 
the General Assembly attached to the conclusion of regional cooperation agreements in high-risk 
areas was recalled”. As we can see, there is a great focus on security and international safety, when 
piracy is being defined (ODS-search result link 9, 2004) 
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2006 Security Council: this is a report on the situation in Somalia, which base on a report from the 
Secretary-General. This is also the first report where piracy is defined specific within the area of 
Somalia: 
“The Security Council takes note of resolution A.979 (24) adopted on 23 November 
2005 at the twenty-fourth session of the International Maritime Organization biennial Assembly, 
concerning the increasing incidents of piracy and armed robbery against ships in waters off the 
coast of Somalia” here they also talk about the military or naval efforts in that area: 
“ The Council encourages Member States whose naval vessels and military aircraft 
operate in international waters and airspace adjacent to the coast of Somalia to be vigilant to any 
incident of piracy therein and to take appropriate action to protect merchant shipping, in particular 
the transportation of humanitarian aid, against any such act, in line with relevant international 
law” and it’s a question about, safety, security and prosecution, that’s probably also why the 
Security-Council are taking over the piracy problem as the main organization for this issue within 
the UN: 
“The Council further urges cooperation among all States, particularly regional States, 
and active prosecution of piracy offences” (ODS-search result link 10, 2006).  
 
In this chapter it becomes clear that the word piracy have existed within the work of the UN for a 
long time, all the way back to 1968. It has changed through time and become a national criminal 
act, it happens in local areas and has become a great international problem, based on activities at 
sea. The latest document shows that piracy has grown more and more, and that it now has become a 
question for international safety and security, but also a question about economic and international 
trade. It has become a big problem to focus on for many countries, and that it is necessary to fight 
together as an international community, make common laws and agreements across borders. It is 
now mainly the Security-Council which is responsible for the phenomenon of piracy within the 
United Nation. 
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Chapter 4 
In this chapter I will use the chosen concepts of Fairclough on the documents of UN to develop my 
analysis. 
The analysis 
I chose to build up my analysis around my work questions, because these in the end, should be the 
ones, which can help me answering my research question 
 
Fairclough is seeing the discourse as a practice, that isn't only representing the world, but which is 
navigating the world. It constitutes and constructs the world in meaning. In the analyses I will use 
Fairclougs three functions of discourse,  a identity function, a relational function and a idealization 
function, to look at how the social identity of piracy is being constructed and/or defined and how 
the social identity “the world” in form of the United Nation is constructing them. How the UN is 
creating the social relations within the definition of piracy and how they are being treated, how 
should we “the world” deal with them? I will also look at how UN decide to describe the different 
actors “the world” “piracy” and which processes and relations are defined and how in the text. 
In the analysis I will try to identify these objects of knowledge and the subject positions and then 
look at the delimitation of possibilities for the definition of them and the strategies that UN creates. 
What is written and how 
To begin, with it is important according to the theory of Fairclough to take a look at the social and 
discursive practice that the UN is articulating from, the expounder (UN) and its background, is 
important factors to consider in the connection of the definition and the discourse.  
The text that is being analyzed has to be understood in relation to the expounder and the persons (or 
in this case organization) social and discursive practice, which is the one that creates meanings in 
the text, so in the analysis I will look at the construction of a meaning. 
In this analysis we have to deal with the organization UN, which is an international organization 
representing all of its member states. That means that the definition of piracy, within their 
documents, is the outcome of a lot of different definitions of the same problem “Somali piracy”. 
They have to find a cross between all the countries definition of Somali piracy, the different 
discourses, and then try to create a discourse, that is representing everyone, or that everyone (all the 
member states) can agree on and work from. That means that the UN discourse or definition of 
Somali Piracy is a product of many different ideas. This definition has been created within a social 
relation, of all the member states all together. This means that the way they chose to describe piracy 
within their documents is a construction of a meaning that they all can agree on together. For 
example the different member states may have different meanings which means that some might 
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have compromised on the way of articulating piracy, which they have to because they are a part of 
the social relation called UN. So to be clear we can say that the definition of piracy, in the different 
UN documents is constructed from a lot of different meanings, which has affected the construction 
of the discourse of piracy in the UN that has created one common meaning, which means that they 
also have to leave out other potential meanings. I will not look at the different definitions of the 
individual member states, but it is important to keep in mind of there existence. 
How does the UN define piracy from 2008-13? 
In this part of the analysis I will look at some of the most important documents on Somali piracy, 
from the United Nations Security Council, which is the organization within the UN who has the 
main responsibility of the phenomenon piracy. 
 
From 2008 to 2013 there was a big difference in how many papers and reports were made on 
Somali piracy, and in the way it is defined, and the details mentioned in connection with piracy. 
There has been a boom in reports on Somali Piracy from 2008 until 2013, and a lot of the 
information is a like, but there are also some differences in how it is defined, and the details in 
connection with the definition of piracy. 
In 2008 the UN Security Council made a resolution which authorized action against piracy in 
Somalia. 
In this document it is mostly written as notes and observations with terms like “Gravely 
concerned”, “Expressing its concerns”, “Affirming”, “Reaffirming”, “Determining” Urges States” 
and “Calls upon states” are the terms used to underline their concerns and there point of view. This 
document is still from and early period 2008, and is not as detailed as the many documents that 
follow, but by looking at the affinity we can see that they are really trying to make some statements 
according to the threat piracy, and what states should be focusing on according to this problem, 
further more this use of grammar, where they start the quotes with the words mentioned above, 
make the statements strong,  and through that  the UN is trying to appeal to the member states and 
the international society to take this problem with piracy seriously, and their choice of words is also 
underlining the deep concern about the piracy problem, and that it is really important to find a 
solution and to take action. 
Through the different report it is clear that the UN is seeing all the member states as one unit, they 
are trying to construct the UN member states as one homogeneous group despite that they are all 
really different, both in their structure of their state, political, religious values not to mention the 
internal problems within the different states. 
“Gravely concerned by the threat that acts of piracy and armed robbery against 
vessels pose to the prompt, safe and effective delivery of humanitarian aid to Somalia, the safety of 
commercial maritime routes and to international navigation” (UN link 1(2008), p. 1). 
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From this quote it is possible to see that the problem is not described in detail yet, it is more and 
overall observation. Piracy and armed robbery at sea is a threat to the delivery of humanitarian aid, 
the safety of the maritime routes and the possibilities for the international navigation. The UN is in 
this context making a short formulation, where they are using words like “threat”, “humanitarian 
aid” and “international navigation”, which are words that are quite important to the most countries 
all over the world. The UN uses strong vocabulary, that everyone in “the world” can understand 
 “threat”, which is not a good thing, it is a bad thing and through this choice of wording  they are 
already presenting  the subject position of pirates to be a bad thing to “us” the international society, 
“Humanitarian aid” is today such a common thing, that a lot of countries spend quite a bit on every 
year, cause today it is almost inferred that we help each other out, and many international NGO’s 
are now known all over the world for their humanitarian aid. It is just a very important thing to the 
international society today, which means that they draw on the discourse of humanitarian aid to 
construct the discourse of piracy. The last one “international navigation” hits with the word 
international, that means everyone, not just your neighbor, or the country on the other side of the 
world, but the international navigation, so the navigation of everyone, of the global society of “us”. 
They could have explained the same thing, but leaving out some of the words, and the effect would 
probably not have been the same as “aid” and “navigation”, when they stand alone without 
“humanitarian” and “International” the sound of it is not as strong as when they are standing 
together, This is also a Way that the UN constructs the two groups “us” and “them” it’s the 
international world against the subject position pirates, that UN creates as the bad guys, and that is 
exactly what the UN wants “us” the international world to believe in, so they can convince 
everyone to fight this problem.  Instead of “threat”, they could have used for example the word 
“problem” or “challenge” which again would not have been as strong in the statement as using the 
word “threat”, In this quote like a lot of the others it is clear that they are using what Fairclough 
would call wording, and in this case are using strong words, that most countries can relate to, to 
construct a common sense for the international relation of the UN, by using these words they are 
indirectly  also using a kind of force,  bye using the diplomacy of the UN to create an agenda for 
fighting the piracy problem all together, which means that they need to create an “us” the 
international world represented in the form of the UN and “them” which is the pirates. This is a way 
for the UN to construct all the member states as one unit. It is “us” the international society the UN 
against “pirates” which the UN through their documents is articulating as the bad guys, “the pirates” 
are the bad guys that are a threat to the whole international society the “UN”. 
“Expressing its concerns at the quarterly reports from the International Maritime 
Organization (IMO) since 2005, which provide evidence of continuing piracy and armed robbery in 
particular in the waters off the coast of Somalia” (UN link 1 (2008), p. 1). 
Again in this quote it is more of an observation on an issue, which is growing. The quote is still 
from 2008, so the development of the definition hasn’t changed. Here I would like to point out the 
39 
 
word “evidence” which the UN can use to convince the member states “us” that there is a problem, 
and we need to do something about it. In this case the UN uses Modality to show affinity for own 
statement and to create a common community between the actors, the international society. They 
also use intertextuallity, because they are referring to the “quarterly reports from the International 
Maritime Organization (IMO) since 2005”. 
Even if the first documents in the early years 2008-2009 mostly are formulated as observations, and 
notifications there are still some clear signs of the use of wording. The UN is purposely choosing 
words that are strong, instead of more neutral words to underline the seriousness of the piracy 
problem and are using coherence to construct the text in a way so it makes sense to all the member 
states within the UN, which all are in the same social relation. By the coherence UN is trying to 
construct a meaning of piracy to all the member states which in this case are a part of the same 
discourse, which is the discourse of the UN.  
In the documents from 2008 mentioned above they are articulating piracy in statements and 
observations instead of going deeper into the specific problem. They are writing it in a form of 
prayers to all states, with hope for them to act and work together on this problem. 
 
“Determining that the incidents of piracy and armed robbery against vessels in the 
territorial waters of Somalia and the high seas off the coast of Somalia exacerbate the situation in 
Somalia which continues to constitute a threat to international peace and security in the region” 
(UN link 1(2008), p. 2) Here is another example of the use of wording. They chose to use strong 
words to appeal to as many as possible and to underline the seriousness of Somali piracy, as 
mentioned before. In this quote the strongest words is “threat”, which they use often, as seen above, 
and “international peace and security”. The difference here is that “peace and Security” by itself 
are really strong words, that everyone can relate to. It’s important for all states to have peace and 
security, but then they also combined it with the word “international”, which make it even stronger, 
and is this case UN is also using intertextuality, where they refer to the international discourse, it is 
everyone that is affected by this, but also on the discourse of peace and security, which can be 
different within the different countries, but that in general means the same thing. The UN is again 
using pirates vs. the international society. In that way they through this definition create an “us” and 
“them” its us against them. 
“Encourages all States and regional organizations fighting piracy and armed robbery 
at sea off the coast of Somalia to establish an international cooperation mechanism to act as a 
common point of contact between and among states, regional and international organizations on all 
aspects of combating piracy and armed robbery at sea off Somalia’s coast” (UN link 2 (2008), p. 3) 
Here is an Example of the social relation which according to Fairclough is really important for the 
definition of a problem. The UN and the member states are all a part of the same social relation or 
social practice, from where they developed the discourses within the discursive practice. All the 
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countries come from different social relations, and have different ways to look at piracy , but when 
it comes to a “threat” that is “international” the interest of working together is so big, that It 
is  possible to construct a discourse that creates a common sense to the people within the social 
relation of the UN. It is also worth noticing that in many cases where Piracy is defined, it is 
standing together with “armed robbery at sea”, and in the documents from 2008-2013 “the coast of 
Somalia” is as well standing in connection with piracy. Here the UN is using transitivity to connect 
the subject position of piracy and pirates to a certain action. The UN is constructing a meaning by 
creating the connections of piracy, in this case the transitivity is armed robbery and that it happens 
at the coast of Somalia. 
Objective or categorical modality expresses the power of wishes to gain power over generation of 
meaning but can also work as creating community and solidarity between actors by underlining 
agreement and united foundation. That means that it doesn't necessarily have to say anything about 
connection to its own statement, but can be a part of a social strategy. In the case of the documents 
of the United Nation it is probably not the connection to own statement, which is the point, but 
more being a part of a social strategy or to create a social strategy for the member states in UN and 
to construct common sense for everyone within that social relation. Here is also an example where 
they use intertextuality, it is not a manifest intertextuality, as Fairclough would call it, because it is 
not referring directly to another text, but when the UN “encourages” all states and organizations to 
work together, they are referring to the knowledge and discourses that are already existing, which 
the UN want the member states to cooperate from. The UN is constructing a big difference between 
“the world” and the “pirates” by encouraging them to work together again as one unit. They are 
trying to implement the international discourse, the discourse about “international society” and 
cooperation, as well as they draw on the political discourse, which are showing by referring states 
and organizations, which is a part of the political discourse. 
In many documents, the UN use exactly the same definition to describe piracy, the quotes below are 
in a document from both 2009 and 2010. This is just one example, but it happens more than once 
during the years 2008-2013: 
“Emphasizing that peace and stability within Somalia, the strengthening of State 
institutions, economic and social development and respect for human rights and the rule of law are 
necessary to create the conditions for a durable eradication of piracy and armed robbery at sea off 
the coast of Somalia, and further emphasizing that Somalia’s long-term security rests with the 
effective development by the TFG of the National Security Force and Somali Police Force, in the 
framework of the Djibouti Agreement and in line with a national security strategy” (UN link 3 
(2009), p. 2 and UN link 4 (2010), p. 2). 
In this quote it is relevant to look at the wording that is used, it is the same situation as the others. 
The UN is using strong words to describe the issue of piracy “Peace”, “stability”, “economic and 
social development”, “respect for human rights” and “national security strategy”. There are other 
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adjectives as well, but these are some of the examples, that the UN is using often through the years 
to describe Somali piracy.  
What is also very clear when you go through the documents, is that there is a big focus on 
international security, safety, naval forces, military intervention and economy, which means that the 
UN by using intertextuality is drawing on other discourses to construct the discourse of piracy. 
Some of the discourses are international and peace which I also mentioned before, but also the 
discourse of security and stability is used to create a meaning and construct the discourse of piracy 
in the social relation of the UN. Security and safety of the international world seems to be one of the 
most relevant or important reasons for defeating piracy and the issue of piracy according to the 
formulations of the UN. This could also be the reason why the UN Security Council is the main 
body within the UN, to handle and take care of the piracy issue. But this is also mentioned, to make 
sure that it will appeal to the social relation within the UN, the member states, and that it will focus 
on the UN strategy, this also shows interaction control of the UN, it is the organization the UN that 
is controlling the interaction of piracy When the UN uses a word like “necessary” it is showing the 
use of force in some way. The UN is trying to tell the world “us” what to do to fight the pirates 
“them”. 
“The reduction was achieved through a combination of actions by naval forces and 
the improved implementation of the IMO guidance and industry-developed Best Management 
Practices for Protection against Somalia-Based Piracy. That included better application of self-
protection measures and situational awareness by merchant ships. Naval forces reported that in the 
last year, 75 per cent of attacks were warded off by military intervention, while this year, merchant 
ships achieved the same success rate by taking robust action, including through the use of fortified 
safe rooms” (UN link 5 (2011), p. 2) Pirates  in  these documents, are mentioned in combination 
with the description mentioned above, and  are worded alike,  in this way the UN turns piracy and 
pirates in to “bad guys”, and constructs this into common sense for the member states in the social 
relation within the discursive practice of UN. Instead of trying to get to the root of the problem, they 
should perhaps find out what the pirates believe, and find the main reasons for the development of 
piracy, which would be an alternative way of describing piracy, they chose to focus on the other 
subjects. Security, safety, economy, and naval forces are examples of wording that the UN uses to 
describe persons, actions and concepts. Security, safety and naval forces and so on are also some of 
the areas that are defined most in connection with the issue of piracy.  They don’t think of the long-
term solutions. They mention it in some of their documents briefly, but it’s not defined as much as 
security, safety and naval forces.  
Discourses contain a set of particular statements that creates rules for the formation of discourse. 
Through these definitions it creates objects of knowledge, subject positions and delimited 
conditions of possibilities for definition and strategies 
The strategy with  naval forces, security and safety of international ships have helped the problem 
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to increase so far according to the UN. In the Quote above they use these reason to explain why it 
has increased, and why it is still important to keep up the work. According to Fairclough this seems 
to be the UN strategy, and this makes the rules for the formation of the discourse of piracy within 
the UN. This also creates delimitation of strategies, because if you chose one strategy you leave out 
other potential strategies.  
In the following quote there is an example on the alternative ways to fight the piracy issue, which is 
not defined enough, some of the problems that develop piracy within the country: 
“Recognizing that the on-going instability in Somalia contributes to the problem of 
piracy and armed robbery at sea off the coast of Somalia, and stressing the need to continue the 
comprehensive response by the international community to repress piracy and armed robbery at 
sea and tackle its underlying causes, recognizing the need to undertake long-term and sustainable 
efforts to repress piracy and the need to create adequate economic opportunities for the citizens of 
Somalia” (UN link 9 (2013),p. 1). 
Here the important words are “the underlying causes” “instability”, “long-term”, Sustainable 
efforts” and “economic opportunities”, which is quite different from the words that we have seen 
earlier, But an explanation could  be, that this quote is from the year 2013, where the documents on 
Somali piracy have become more detailed and that UN in cooperation with other organizations 
actually have researched more on the issue, because it kept being an international threat, which 
means that the causes of piracy no longer can be ignored. That means that they define the causes 
more than before, but the main focus is still on the naval forces, security and safety, and it’s still the 
main factor of the UN strategy, and a focus that the UN is really articulating and trying to create a 
coherence, so this discourse and strategy also gives meaning to the social relation, the member 
states within the discursive practice of UN. The example of the transitivity of the UN, where they 
choose security and naval forces and so on instead of the alternatives mentioned from the quote 
above are seen in the two following quotes: 
“The declining trend is attributable to several efforts: the combined actions by naval 
forces both at sea and ashore to disrupt pirate operations; the improved implementation of the IMO 
guidance and industry-developed Best Management Practices for Protection against Somalia-based 
Piracy; better application of self-protection measures and situational awareness by merchant ships, 
including through the use of fortified safe rooms; and the prosecution of suspected pirates and the 
imprisonment of convicted pirates. The deployment of privately contracted armed security 
personnel on-board ships and of vessel protection detachments may also have contributed to 
deterring pirate attacks” (UN link 6 (2012), p. 1-2) 
 “A number of measures have led to a decline in attacks: improved international and 
regional cooperation on counter-piracy efforts, including better intelligence- and information-
sharing; targeted actions by the international naval presence to discourage and disrupt Somali 
pirates; increased application of IMO guidance and of the Best Management Practices for 
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Protection against Somalia-based Piracy, developed by the shipping industry; and prosecution of 
suspected pirates and imprisonment of those convicted. The adoption of self-protection and 
situational awareness measures by commercial ships, including the deployment of privately 
contracted armed security personnel on board vessels and vessel protection detachments, are also 
believed to have contributed to the decrease in piracy attacks” (UN link 8 (2013),p. 2). In these two 
quotes it is also clear how the UN uses force, when they are using relations to interpolate subjects to 
perform a certain action or to get a certain position to a topic or issue. There is also a clear 
intertextuality used here, when UN referees to all the efforts that show a decline in attacks of 
pirates. 
Fairclough is describing discursive practice as processes of production, distribution and 
interpretation of text.  Is it an expression of discursive practice, which means, that the practitioner 
of the discursive practice through articulatory-processes is pointing to, understanding and 
interpreting and constructing the reality (Fairclough (1992), p. 78). 
In the quotes above from 2012 and 2013, they are articulating the reason for the increase of piracy 
attacks, it is again clear to see that the focus is on the international security.  In these quotes they are 
talking about “self-protection”, “Combined actions by naval forces”, “protection”, “prosecution”, 
“imprisonment”. These are some of the words that they use to describe why there strategy so far has 
helped to increase the piracy problem, and to convince the member states to keep going in the same 
direction, because it is working. It is the agenda of the UN and they want to create a common social 
relation so they can delimit Somali piracy, and keep the countries interested in participating in these 
actions. Underneath there is two clear quotes which show, that this is the part of the UN agenda: 
“Article 100 of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea requires all 
States to cooperate to the fullest possible extent in the fight against piracy” (UN link 5 (2011), p. 
14). 
“I have stressed that the fight against piracy off the coast of Somalia can be won only 
through an integrated strategy that tackles deterrence, security and the rule of law, and 
development” (UN link 5 (2011), p. 17). The two quotes focus on the cooperation, and the statement 
that the UN is making, that they need to work together on this international threat, to delimit the 
problem of Somali piracy. Words like “requires”, “Cooperation” and “Can be won only” are the 
definition that should support the statement that the UN wishes all the member states to accept and 
work from. Here the UN is also using force to get the member states to perform certain actions 
according to piracy. 
“The strategy provides for a regional framework to prevent and combat piracy, and 
promote maritime security through a three-pillar approach. This would involve: (1) the 
development and implementation of a Somalia inland action plan to counter and prevent piracy; (2) 
encouraging States in the region to prosecute pirates with the financial and technical support of the 
international community; and (3) strengthening regional States’ capacities to secure their maritime 
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zones. The regional plan of action also includes information exchange, cooperation, joint action 
and capacity-building measures.” (UN link 5 (2011), p. 7). It seems to be the UN strategy, which is 
defined in the quote above, that it talks about earlier, and this makes the rules for the formation of 
the discourse of piracy within the UN, But here the strategy is more directly mentioned, and not 
covered up by alternative words.  They mention strategy and that the “strategy provides” here, the 
agenda is not hidden as it was when earlier mentioned, but it still creates delimitation of other 
strategies, especially when the message of a strategy is that clear. 
“I encourage Member States and multinational organizations to consider how they 
could contribute further to address the root causes of piracy, including through developing land-
based initiatives to strengthen Somali and regional maritime and law enforcement capacity” (UN 
link 5 (2011), p. 17).Here UN  ”encourage Member States and multinational organizations to 
consider how they could contribute further to address the root causes of piracy ”and what is 
interesting here is that they in one way are trying to make it and open request, but then end the 
sentence with “including through developing land-based initiatives to strengthen Somali and 
regional maritime and law enforcement capacity” here they are actually telling them what the focus 
should be, this would according to Fairclough be a way to force the member states to perform a 
certain action according to the piracy issue.  The states probably feel that it is up to them, and that 
they are free to think, but in the statement the UN is indirectly, telling them exactly what to do, and 
how. They are affecting them in a certain direction, so it fits into their developed strategy and in 
their social practice. In this way they can create stronger social relation for the member states of the 
UN, by forcing them, to make a strategy, from the focus that they decided on. 
 “The overall cost of piracy to States and societies remains high. According to an 
assessment by the non-governmental organization One Earth Future Foundation, the economic cost 
of Somali piracy in 2011 was between $6.6 and $6.9 billion owing to, inter alia, increased 
insurance premiums, ships transiting at faster speeds over longer routes to deter pirates, hiring of 
privately contracted armed security personnel and equipment, ransom payments and higher labor 
charges. The shipping industry bore over 80 per cent of these costs, while Governments bore the 
rest” (UN link 6 (2012), p. 2)* 
 In this quote the pirates and the Somali piracy are  used in wording connected in relation with 
economical cost, and large numbers which show and example on how big the cost is. The UN is 
using this number to show how big this issue of piracy is, and they put piracy in connection with the 
high economical cost, and even tell what it is used for. It is worth noticing in this case that almost 
all the money is used for ransoms, or security and safety, the ships for example are armed with 
security personnel and equipment as mentioned above. It is also mentioned how much of this 
money governments pay, and that it is almost 20 percent. This will appeal to many countries, 
because the amount of money used is extensive, and that most countries will be interested in using 
this money somewhere else. So in this case if we look at Faircloughs transitivity concept the subject 
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position Somali piracy equals high cost for the international society, security and safety, which is 
also the money spent on the object position, which is the security of the vessels and ships going 
through the areas with Somali piracy. Again the UN is using intertextuality to refer to the numbers 
and research result on piracy and its cost for the society, which is affecting the discourse of piracy 
and even more to draw on the discourse of safety and security. 
“The Security Council welcomes the fact that effective counter-piracy measures 
through increased national, bilateral and multilateral initiatives as well as regional cooperative 
mechanisms have led to a substantial reduction in the number of successful piracy-related attacks 
in different regions, and recognizes the need for continuing efforts with these counter-piracy 
measures as these gains are reversible as long as the conditions ashore are conducive to pirate 
activity at sea” (UN link 7 (2012),p. 2). 
In this quote I would also like to point out some of the verbiage which is used, because here the 
words that are chosen are really powerful, and it could easily be a way for the UN to affect the 
social practice, and use the social relation to commit to their statements and strategies. Words such 
as “increased national, bilateral and multilateral initiatives” and “the need for continuing 
efforts ”the first part is showing some of the UN strategy, but in connection with the rest it is not so 
clear, but when you take it by itself it seems clear to me that the UN is trying to affect all the states 
to follow their strategy, which they made within the social relation.  In the part of the quote where 
they write ” pirate activity at sea ”it is again a example of transitivity, this time it is  the activities 
or the processes that the subject positions pirates or Somali pirates are being defined with. Pirate 
activity at sea, which means that the activity is on sea, and in the connection with piracy, in this 
term it can be understood that pirates have their activity on sea. They are also showing affinity for 
own statement by using the phrase “the need for continuing efforts ” where they use the word “need, 
which also show a clear use of force, because the UN by this use of wording are trying to get the 
member states to perform a certain action, in this case, the continuing efforts against piracy. 
“Somalia-based piracy is a criminal activity that has transnational aspects and that is 
driven by the quest for illicit profit. Most of the commercial vessels hijacked by pirates are slow-
moving cargo carriers and tankers with no ties to the fishing sector. Allegations of illegal fishing 
and toxic dumping do not justify the capture of merchant ships and seamen for ransom” (UN link 8 
(2013),p. 15). 
The last quotes in this part of the analysis mentioned above, has a lot of examples on transitivity in 
the text, which is also a way to construct the subject position “pirates or piracy” defined and try to 
make a statement about it, which can create a discourse within the social relation that, in this case, 
the UN is a part of or are trying to reach. Here it’s directly described what Somalia based piracy is, 
seen with the eyes of the UN, which also should count the member states because they are also a 
part of the social relation, which this is defined within. Clear words or sentences from this quote, 
where we can see this form of transitivity is for example “Somalia-based piracy is a criminal 
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activity that has transnational aspects and that is driven by the quest for illicit profit ”and “Most of 
the commercial vessels hijacked by pirates are slow-moving cargo carriers and tankers with no ties 
to the fishing sector” Here is two clear statements that Somali based piracy is a “criminal activity”, 
but why, because the UN and the international society have agreed on it, and that it has 
transnational aspect, which is driven by the “illicit profit”, it’s all about money, or is it? It is 
possible that there is no other jobs for the pirates to get, they probably have no education and need 
to feed their families. They are also explaining the objects in the form of what kind of vessel the 
subject positions pirates are hijacking, and that they don’t have any ties to the fishing industry, 
which means that the pirates are lying when they say that it is only to protect the fishing quotes and 
their sea from illegal fishing. This is also an example of coherence, where the UN is constructing 
the text to give meaning to the member states which are all a part of the same social relation, and 
discursive practice, where they developed and construct the discourses. The UN uses interaction 
control. They are completely in charge of the interaction and are using intertextuallity to draw on 
the criminal discourse, which are used to describe the action of the subject positions pirates. 
Short summery 
The United Nations development in the definition of Somalia piracy from 2008-2013 changes a bit, 
in the way that they described it and their knowledge of Somali piracy gets more detailed, this can 
also be shown in the number of documents that increases every year.  If we look at the part 
Fairclough calls Modality, The UN is using affinity for own statement according to the threat of 
piracy, where they are also explaining what the member states should be focusing on according to 
this problem. There chosen use of wording, is a way to try to make their statements strong and to 
create a common sense for the social relation to see the problem in the same way. Through this 
analysis there has been a lot of strong powerful words, which I have pointed out, these are used to 
support own statement and for the UN to create a coherence where they construct the text to give 
meaning, according to the issue of Somalia piracy, to all the member states within the social 
relation’s, which all are a part of the same discursive practice represented by the UN. The social 
relation is where the discourses are developed and creates the discursive practice. It is from the 
different states point of view and different discourses of piracy that they find one common 
discourse which represents them all, the social relation, the UN. So in the documents the UN use of 
wording construct the subject position piracy, which is the one being defined. When we look at 
Faircloughs transitivity the UN puts Somali Piracy equal “armed robbery at sea”, “hijacking of 
vessels”, expensive economical cost” and “international threat”. The UN’s main strategy to delimit 
this problem is defined with words as “protection”, “combined actions by naval forces”, 
“international corporations” and so on, which are the words that the UN chose to define Somalia 
piracy, and the more or less hidden agenda from the UN. A word as “evidence” is also mentioned, 
which is a clear way to make a support for your own statement, because there is “evidence” that it 
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helps or that it is like this. 
From this analysis we can see that there is a great focus on safety, security, naval forces, and 
economy, when  the UN talks about Somali pirates, which also means that they use intertextuality in 
there construction of the discourse of piracy. They have drawn on different discourses of security, 
safety, international society, and protection.  This is all used to construct the discourse of piracy. 
The UN is also using what Fairclough would call force,  they are using relations to interpolate 
subjects, the member states, to perform a certain action or to get a certain position to a topic or issue 
for example the creation of “us”, the UN and “them” the subject position Somalia piracy/pirates. 
There is a clear use of interaction control from  the UN, this is shown by the wording that the UN 
has chosen to define piracy and its actions with, but it also shows by which areas  the UN has 
chosen to define more than others, which left out other alternative views, areas and possibilities of 
construction of the subject positions. Example this could be the cause for the development of 
Somali piracy, the Somali state, the high unemployment in the country, human rights and food 
security because this is relevant to the development of piracy and how to defeat it. The UN 
mentions it sometimes, but it is not prioritized enough within the documents in relation to the great 
emphasis put upon security, safety and naval forces, which in that way constructs a common sense 
to the social relation within the discursive practice of UN that this is the chosen discourse and 
strategy. 
How does UN define piracy before 2008? 
In this question I will use documents from the United Nation all the way back to the first time they 
used the word piracy. I use documents from 1968 to 2006 to explain how the definition has changed 
and how the phenomenon piracy has developed through time. This is relevant for the report, 
according to the answer of my research question. 
 
The first official UN document on piracy is from December 1967. This document is not written by 
the UN, but is saved in there documents of the Security Council as requested from the Royal 
Government of Khmer, which also wrote this document. In this document piracy is put in 
connection with some soldiers stealing six buffaloes, and is not at all in a connection with the piracy 
mentioned later on, which is sea-bound, hijacking of ships and vessels and so on. 
 
“To head off frequent pirate attacks on sea-bound asylum seekers, an anti.-piracy 
program involving the Royal Thai Government and IINHCR acting on behalf of twelve donor 
countries was established in 1982 and has been extended annually in subsequent years.  while a 
number of pirate suspects have been prosecuted, the extent to which this program which currently 
cost over US$3 milllon has helped to slow down acts of piracy at sea is difficult to gauge”(ODS 
link 1, 1985). Here piracy is mentioned as “sea-bound asylum seekers”, which means that the pirate 
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attack in this document is frequently connected with sea-bound asylum seekers. This is where the 
main focus is, and this is the way UN constructs piracy in this quote. They also mention the cost 
and that it is difficult to gauge, if it has actually slow down and help on the act of piracy. In this 
document from the UN it is not clearly defined exactly what piracy is, just that it is the sea-bound 
asylum seekers that are the victims of the attacks. 
Later on in the development of documents on piracy, it will become more clear exactly what piracy 
is and how it’s defined.  
In the next quote the UN talks about an increase of the piracy internationally. 
” that the incidents of piracy and maritime fraud have been on the increase 
internationally” (ODS link 3, 1988). Here they use modality, by using the word” internationally” to 
create community and solidarity between the actors, and are trying to defined there strategy by 
explaining what they want the states to do “Adopt” according to this issue, which is seen in the next 
quote: 
” the Member' States to adopt appropriate  measures for deterring the occurrence of 
acts of piracy and maritime fraud and to cooperate in the imposition  and the carrying out of 
punishment against those who commit such crimes” (ODS link 3 (1988)). It is this time that UN 
starts the international strategy, which then develops and get more obvious through the years. Here 
the UN uses a kind of force to get the member states to cooperate according to this topic or issue.  
Again it is worth mentioning that piracy at this time is not defined with the connection to one place 
only, but is defined as a local problem, which is present in different regions. This can also be seen 
in the quote underneath. 
“Piracy and armed robbery at sea have been persistent problems for merchant 
shipping in several regions around the world, particularly in South America, West Africa and 
South-East Asia”(ODS link 4) 
 It is also showing  above that the UN uses wording to connect piracy with armed robbery at sea. 
This means that this is the first real contribution to the construction of the social identities of pirates. 
So far the knowledge system, within the social relation UN, on piracy is not developed that much. 
Here the UN constructs the subject position of piracy, and its actions, which in this case is armed 
robbery at sea, which means that the UN is using transitivity to connect processes with the subject 
“pirates” 
 
“They emphasize that piracy and armed robbery are a serious threat to the lives of 
seafarers, to vessels, to the marine environment and to commercial interests”(ODS link 4). 
In the quote above we can see that it is the countries with knowledge and problems with piracy, that 
are setting the agenda, and also the one with the interaction control, this affects the whole UN and 
all the member states, cause probably at this time, there aren’t many states having the same 
problem, which have enough knowledge or knowhow on this issue with pirates. But the people with 
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the knowledge are trying to show affinity for there own statement, you might say that they are using 
coherence to construct the text to give meaning to the other member states within the same 
discourse, which means the social relation within the discursive practice of the UN. They are using 
force by the “threat of seafarers and vessels” to make the other member states to get a certain 
position according to the issue of piracy. They also use powerful verbiage, to impress the 
importance of finding a solution on the issue of piracy. The whole statement above shows modality, 
the countries with the problem within the social relation of the UN express their concerns and 
mention the issue according to the act of piracy, which then can create solidarity between the actors 
within the UN. 
  
“As of 31 August 1995, the total number of acts of piracy and armed robbery against 
ships reported to IMO since 1991 was 568, and 51 of those acts took place between January and 
August 1995” there is a concern from the United Nation that this tends now seems to have 
reversed” noting with concern that the piracy and armed robbery trend, which in the middle of 
1994 had been downwards, had now reversed, in particular in South-East Asia and South America, 
invited all Governments concerned and the industry to intensify their efforts to eliminate such 
unlawful activities in all areas concerned” (ODS link 5). 
In this quote the UN becomes more specific in the particular issue of piracy. They come up with 
numbers of acts of piracy since 1991 and this can be used as evidence “we really do have a 
problem”, which Is both a sign of force, they want the member states within the social relation to 
get a certain position to the issue of piracy, the UN is also using transitivity, by connecting specific 
processes and events, with numbers and everything to the subject position piracy. In this case they 
are using coherence to construct the text to give meaning to the government concerned, which in 
this case are specific governments in the area where the issue of piracy is present. They are also 
using textuality, when they refer directly to the numbers of the IMO since 1991, which shows 
specific numbers, and can in that way help to create the seriousness of the problem, which affect the 
discourse of piracy. The UN wants the governments to act, but are not clear in what exactly they 
want them to do and how, which is also a clear sign of the UN using force, the UN wants the 
government concerned to take action according to this issue. The UN’s strategy is not clear in this 
case, beside that they want the government concerned to act. 
  
 “Most of the attacks was reported to have occurred  in territorial waters, while the 
ships were at anchor or berthed, and in many cases violence was used against the crew” (ODS link 
6 (1998).In this quote UN is using what Fairclough is calling transitivity, which means that they 
construct the subject piracy by the definition of the activities that are connected, according to the 
UN, with this sort of act. In this case they mentioned that it’s within territorial waters and that they 
use violence to the crew of the ship, and that the ships are anchor or berthed when the act of piracy 
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is happening. Here the intertextiuality is shown by the way UN is drawn on the discourse of 
violence to construct the discourse of piracy. There is also a clear use of transitivity, because the 
UN is using specific actions and objects to construct the meaning of piracy. 
This form of transitivity is also present in the quote underneath, but here it’s the causes that create 
piracy that are constructed, which also in some way tells which countries can develop or have 
pirates. So here the UN is articulating which events and processes that are connected with the 
subject and objects according to piracy, its actions and the state areas where it develops. 
“In some cases there is a lack of financial resources and, as pointed out by the 
shipping industry, a lack of political will on the part of some coastal States concerned, to combat 
piracy and armed robbery in their territorial sea”(ODS link 6 (1998) 
The words used to the construction of these pirate states is “lack of financial resources”, Lack of 
political will, to combat piracy and armed robbery in their territorial sea”. So with the use of 
wording and these particular formulations, the UN is constructing the events and processes which 
they believe are connected with piracy or the development of same. The intertextuality is shown by 
the way UN draws on the political and financial discourse in this case, to the construction of the 
discourse of piracy. 
  
“The recent rapid growth in incidents of piracy and armed robbery at sea, the harm 
that they cause to seafarers and the threats that they pose to the safety of shipping and, 
consequently, to marine and coastal environments and to the trade carried by sea make it essential 
to give higher national and international priority to efforts to eradicate these crimes which are 
often the result of transnational crime” (ODS link 7 2001). 
In the quote above, we again sees that piracy and armed robbery are connected, which means that 
the discourse of armed robbery becomes a part of the discourse of piracy, which is a clear use of 
intertextuality. This affects the development of the discourse of piracy. The UN is constructing a 
meaning of piracy that makes common sense to the social relation according to the knowledge they 
have so far. By creating this meaning it means that other potential meanings are left out and that the 
possibilities of other constructions of the discourse are limited. In the quote they also use the word 
“international priority”, which appeals to all the member states within the same social practice, to 
work together and do something. It is no longer just a local problem, it is international. The choice 
of the word “international” can be seen as a strategy for the UN to reach out to as many member 
states and parts of the world as possible and to create an “us”, the world, against “them”, the pirates 
There are also examples of such words or use of wording, in the next quote. 
“Effective prevention of and response to piracy and armed robbery at sea will require 
the support of the international community by providing adequate support to developing countries, 
in particular to coastal and flag developing States, in the areas of transfer of technology and 
capacity-building in their efforts to prevent piracy and armed robbery at sea” (ODS link 7 (2001)). 
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Here words such as “international community” and “require” are used as an affinity from the UN to 
show support to their own statement. Here the strategy is clearer because they tell exactly which 
efforts the states need to make, to prevent piracy and armed robbery, and by this use of modality the 
UN is also trying to create community and solidarity between the actors, which are represented by 
the member states. Here the UN is also using force that has the purpose of getting the social relation 
within the discursive practice of the UN to perform a certain action according to the issue of piracy. 
In this case the actions that the UN wants the state to carry out are mentioned directly, which is also 
a use of transitivity because the UN then constructs these actions, events and processes in 
connection with the member states of the UN 
The use of force is also seen in the next quotes where the UN use force in the form “which no State 
could combat on its own”. 
“Acts of piracy and armed robbery against ships were characterized as international 
crimes that were often part of organized transnational crimes, which no State could combat on its 
own” (ODS link 7 (2001)). Here the UN is constructing an “us”, the UN against “them”, the pirates. 
They draw on the discourse of international and crime to construct the discourse of piracy which in 
this case also construct and “us” against “them”, we need to fight them together, which is a 
modality that creates community and solidarity between the actors within the discursive practice of 
UN. 
  
“The growing threat posed by piracy and armed robbery to commercial and other 
ships was addressed by some delegations. They urged all coastal and port States to ensure 
protection from piracy and armed robbery in waters under their jurisdiction (ODS link 8 (2004). 
In this quote above the UN is calling out for all coastal and port states to ensure protection from 
piracy, this is as well a part of their strategy to limit piracy and the international consequences 
thereof. They also use the words “growing threat” together which is really powerful. This could be 
a way that the UN is trying to convince the member states of the serious problem that the UN as a 
social practice has created as a very important and serious issue. Here the UN is completely in 
control of the interaction, by using force, modality and powerful use of wording they can construct 
a discourse of piracy that makes a common sense, and then UN can create a strategy that appeals to 
everyone within the social relation. 
  
“ The Council encourages Member States whose naval vessels and military aircraft 
operate in international waters and airspace adjacent to the coast of Somalia to be vigilant to any 
incident of piracy therein and to take appropriate action to protect merchant shipping, in particular 
the transportation of humanitarian aid, against any such act, in line with relevant international 
law” (ODS link 9 (2006)). 
There is also examples of the use of wording in the quote above, “encourage” which is very strong, 
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could easily have been replaced by “want all”, “invites”, “wishes for all” etc. this wouldn’t have 
made the statement as powerful as it’s whit the word “encourage”, these words are used from the 
UN to show affinity to their own statement and to create a certain strategy, which they, by force, by 
using relations to interpolate subjects (the member states) to perform a certain action or to get a 
certain position to the issue of piracy.  
 Short summery  
So in this part of the analysis, we can see that piracy is still in its early stages of definition and 
knowledge. To begin with, the UN and many of the member states don’t see it as an international 
“important” problem, but more as a regular problem only happening in local and specific regions. 
After some years it’s clear in the documents that the problem grows and become bigger and is now 
spreading out. In this case the problem suddenly become international and the description and 
definition of piracy become more detailed and more frequent. The UN is trying to create an “us” 
against ”them” where the UN, the member states and the world are the good soldiers, fighting 
“them” the pirates which are the bad guys. Their use of wording chosen to describe the actions and 
persons (pirates vs. member states) are powerful and UN chose to use specific words which 
underlines there strategy. They are using force mostly indirectly to get the member states or the 
social relation within the discursive practice of the UN to perform a certain action or for them to get 
a certain position to the issue of piracy. The intertextuallity is shown in the way that the UN is 
drawing on other discourses to create the discourse of piracy, for example the discourse of 
international and crime, but also when the UN is referring directly to numbers from the IMO or 
from elsewhere. The control of the interaction changes through the years. To begin with it’s the 
states or regions where the piracy problem is present that are controlling the interaction, but in the 
end it’s the UN that are in full control of the interaction. The UN uses modality to show affinity to 
their own statement but also to create community and solidarity, first between the regions where 
they are affected by the problem but later on between every member state, every actor within the 
social relation of the UN. They use modality and transitivity to describe the events and processes 
that they connect with piracy and these change through time, but crime, sea-bound and hijacking of 
vessels are some of the actions that are connected with piracy already in the early years. The 
discourse of piracy develops as the knowledge of piracy develops and changes through the time 
which all have an effect on the development on the discourse of piracy and which focus they decide 
to gain within the discursive practice of UN. By looking at the coherence, we can see that the UN is 
trying to construct the text in the documents to give meaning to the people that are within the same 
discourse. To begin with, this only counts the regions or areas that are affected by the problem but 
as the problem spreads out and the knowledge on piracy develops and the threat becomes more 
serious the UN constructs the text with the purpose of creating a meaning to all the member states, 
and one of the hidden agendas of the UN in the later years is to construct and “us” against “them”. 
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What is the difference of the definition of piracy (in general) and piracy in Somalia 
at the Horn of Africa? 
Before Somali piracy started to be a phenomenon on its own, there was a general definition of 
piracy, which included piracy all over the world. So for me to be able to go further into the text and 
look at what is behind the obvious definition of piracy and Somali piracy, I will, in this question, 
look at the differences of the discourse of piracy and the discourse of Somali piracy, to see which 
factors are behind it, what has changed and why. This is also to help me answer my research 
question in the end. 
The phenomenon of Somali piracy 
In this part of my analysis I have chosen to look at some of the definitions about Somali piracy, 
which is not related to the UN and it’s documents, but are based on books and articles from 
specialists on the area of Somali piracy, its development, the causes and why this form of piracy has 
escalated and is so different from the piracy we have seen before. I believe that it is very important 
to look at Somali piracy from this different view, to understand the discourses of Somali piracy, and 
to get another angle on the problem, but also because I find it relevant according to the analysis of 
Somali piracy, that the knowledge of Somali and the development of piracy are defined as well. 
It’s in this case important to mention the interaction control, because the writers are totally in 
control of what is being enhanced, in what way and the choice of words used to describe Somali 
piracy. It’s also important to consider that the writer has a certain knowledge, where they have 
made their own statements and beliefs from. These are the statements that the writer is trying to 
construct into a meaning that will reach a special social practice or maybe even people from other 
social practices and social relations other than his own. 
In the quote mentioned underneath, the writer has chosen to focus on two statements which he 
believes are the most important according to the significant threat that pirate networks have 
become. He is also addressing this statement to the international world by using the word 
“international” which in this case is combined together with “shipping industry”. By using these 
words he is also indirectly referring to the International economy, because the shipping industry is 
such an important factor for the international trade between states and in this case also the 
international economy. He is focusing on “international shipping industry” and “local instability” 
which through his quote seems to be the most important factors for him, and that is also why he 
constructs his statements using these word to describe and attribute meaning, but we also have to 
remember that when he choose to construct these particular meaning and use these to constructions 
of words, there are other words and meanings which are being left out: 
“The emergence of strong pirate networks in the central and northeast regions of 
Somalia has become a significant threat to the international shipping industry and potentially to 
local stability” (Bruton, E Bronwyn (2010), p. 18). 
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Currently the biggest problem in Somalia is the failure of the state and he draws on discourses of 
stability and international to construct the discourse of Somali piracy, but in the quote underneath 
there are also mentioned other reasons why Somali piracy should concern us. The choice of the 
word “us”  refers in this case to the world, all of us, which creates a certain distance to pirates and 
piracy because the word “us” lead to the connection “us” and “them”, where the pirates will become 
them and the rest of the world will be us: 
“Arguably there are six reasons why Somali piracy should concern us: its political 
implications, wider geostrategic issues, naval performance, the privatisation of naval force, human 
security consequences and economic costs” (Murphy, N. Martin (2012), p. 5). 
So in the quote above the six reasons to why Somali piracy should concern us is all chosen by the 
writer, probably the writer has a certain knowledge which makes him reliable and qualifies him to 
make the decision of what six reason are the “important” ones, but it’s vital to have in mind that he 
has chosen these six reasons out of many and by the choice of these he has left some others out. 
This is also an example of what Fairclough would call wording, which is working with how some 
words are chosen instead of other alternative words. One of the reasons why he may have chose to 
use these words can be the power of the words; they reach a lot of people all over the world so it’s 
easier to create the “us” if he describes the threat in connection with actions and processes that a lot 
of people can relate to no matter what social relation or social practice you are from. In this case he 
is also using intertextuality to draw on already existing discourses as the discourse of naval forces, 
human security and economic cost among others. 
“Somali piracy is the most substantial non-state threat to the free and peaceful use of 
the sea since the Second World War. It demands a response that matches its seriousness” (Murphy, 
N. Martin (2012), p. 10).In the quote above the writer is really constructing a very powerful 
statement. Here he refers to” the second world war”, which I will see as a kind of intertextuality. He 
is not referring to another text but to a huge event that has affected many people and countries all 
over the world. Therefore the use of “the second world war” can be used to transform this earlier 
event, end the discourse according to this event “the second world war” to restructure this discourse 
to generate a new one, which in this case is the discourse of piracy. 
            “Piracy is a crime of opportunity. It is an economically motivated activity conducted either 
by gangs of petty thieves who steal ships’ property or by organized criminals who steal whole ships 
for their cargo and in many cases kill whole crews to prevent them from interfering. Somali pirates 
are very different: in their model it is the crew who are valuable not the ship or its cargo; their aim 
is to exploit the difference between the marginal value placed on human life in Somalia and its 
value in the outside world”. (Murphy, Martin (2009))In the definition of piracy seen above, the 
writer chooses to describe piracy in general, by constructing some subject position according to 
piracy. This is what Fairclough would call transitivity. He uses this construction of subject position 
to explain how piracy in general is different from Somali piracy. It is the same activities and objects 
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that are being connected with both types of piracy but the method is different. He believes that it is 
no longer the material things which have a value, but that the Somali piracy is heading for the crew, 
which for them have the biggest value.  
Generally for these quotes the writer uses coherence, because he is trying to construct the text so it 
will give meaning to someone with in the same discourse or maybe to reach out for people in 
another discourse, as for example the UN. The reasons for this can be many, but one of my 
suggestions is that the authors are trying to put focus on other perspectives and to show affinity to 
own statement of what they believe is important, what is the reasons for Somali piracy, what we 
should focus on according to this issue of piracy. 
Piracy vs. Somali piracy 
In this part I will try to describe the differences of the definition of Somali piracy as we have seen it 
the last couple of years, and the piracy in general, as it was defined before the phenomenon Somali 
piracy started.  
To begin with it’s important to notice that the amount of documents on piracy and Somali piracy is 
quite different. From 1968 until 2008 there are in total of 70 documents on piracy, from the UN, 
with very different way to describe it and without a lot of details and knowledge about the issue. 
From 2008 until 2013 the documents of Somali piracy have exploded during the years, so there are 
so many documents on Somali piracy, which develop the definition through the years according to 
the development of the knowledge on the issue. 
Already in the beginning of 2008 in the definition of piracy, the UN’s use of wording is very strong. 
They are purposely using strong words, to describe this problem, which back then is seen as a very 
serious problem. The interaction control of the UN is really simple. It’s the Security Council which 
is controlling the formulation and the definition according to piracy, which can influence the 
interaction and the definition of the agenda of the Security Council which is safety, security and 
prosecution. This also means that, of course in connection with other factors, that the definition of 
piracy will be affected by this view.  
If we then look at the documents from before 2008 piracy is not defined as detailed and specific as 
in the documents from after 2008. That means that the use of wording is not as strong as in the 
documents from after 2008. It is not as specific as in the wording used in the documents after 2008, 
because they decide to use some specific words to describe the problem, the actions and in what 
areas the issue is, so by using these words to explain the problem they are leaving other alternatives 
out, but it’s just not as clear in the documents before 2008 as it’s in the documents after 2008, and it 
doesn’t seem like that the UN at that time had the knowledge about piracy to actually make the 
decision of using specific words and leaving other alternatives out on purpose. 
If we look at the transitivity of the UN definition of Somali piracy we can see that pirates are 
connected with events as armed robbery, hijacking of vessels and violence against the seafarers or 
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the crew members. These are the activities or objects that UN connects with the subject pirates. 
Furthermore they are also connecting these subject position pirates with the object “Somalia” which 
together makes the subject Somali pirates or Somali piracy. 
In the documents from before 2008 they mention areas or regions where the piracy problem is 
existing, which in that way connect the subject positions of piracy, to these particular areas. They 
also mention sea-bound and that it is a threat to the life of seafarers and to vessels, so this as well 
connects piracy with the action of creating a threat to the lives of seafarers and the vessels. 
So in that way the use of transitivity in the UN according to piracy haven’t changed, but what has 
changed is the specific events and processes which they connect with piracy and Somali piracy, 
they found out doing the documents from before 2008 that the subject position pirates are connected 
with something sea- bound and threats to the lives of seafarers and vessels, this they can agree on in 
the connection that the UN creates according to the subject position Somali piracy, but here the 
knowledge as well has developed, which means that the transitivity as well is developed and the 
event and processes that are connected with the subject position Somalia piracy is so much stronger 
and more detailed than in the documents before 2008 and the connection to the subject position 
piracy in general. 
In the documents about Somali piracy, the UN are using modality to show affinity for own 
statements. They use definitions as “international threat”, Naval forces”, “peace”, Stability”, 
“protection” etc to underline the UN focus, and to create meaning to the statements that the UN 
believe are the main factors and to create a strategy that they by using the right context want all the 
member states to work from as well. The word “international” is used a lot, which clearly shows 
that UN is trying to create a strategy which appeals to all the member states and sent out a message 
that it is everyone that is affected by this, and only together can “we” the UN or the world, fight the 
problem. 
If we look at the documents about piracy from before 2008 the modality used to show affinity for 
own statement is used more to construct a strategy and a statement for those regions which are 
affected by piracy, and not as much to the whole UN. This is a big different, cause in the documents 
from 2008 the UN is really trying to underline that Somalia piracy is and international threat and 
that we really need to work together in and international strategy to solve the problem. 
In connection with the affinity to own statement which is mentioned above, we can also argue if the 
UN is using force in the form of using certain relations to interpret subjects to perform a certain 
action or to create a certain position to the topic or issue. Here the UN uses the relation to Somali 
piracy and pirates and its action in a way so they can try to construct the position that the member 
states should have to Somali piracy and how they should defeat it together. 
Through the documents and choice of word and definition, the UN is using Coherence to give the 
piracy issue and the solution meaning to all the member states in UN which is a part of the same 
discourse. When they use coherence it means that they are trying to construct the text so it gives 
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meaning to the member states, which have to agree on what is written. In this way the UN can 
create a social relation through there definition of Somali piracy and create a common point of 
view, both of the discourse and the methods which the UN see as the solution of the problem.  
The coherence in the documents from before 2008 is also quite different from the coherence from 
after, because the text from before are constructed to give meaning to the ones in the same 
discourse, in this case the states within the region that have problems with piracy, and are trying to 
find a solution to it. In the documents from after 2008 the construction of the meaning within a text 
has to include more states within the same discourse than in the documents from before. 
The different definitions of piracy 
When we look at the difference definitions of piracy the UN piracy, UN Somali piracy and the 
Somali piracy which are defined by others than the UN there are some clear differences. If we look 
at the UN’s definition of piracy and Somali piracy we can see that the definition of piracy in general 
is not as detailed described as Somali piracy, the knowledge has developed and the international 
issue that Somali piracy has become has lead to a boom in documents about Somali piracy. Today 
when the UN talks about piracy it is always in connection with Somalia. The discourse of Somalia 
piracy didn’t really start before the year 2000. Until then piracy has been defined as a regional 
problem, in particularly areas, with consequences, but mostly for the states and ships within that 
area. Today Somali piracy is defined as an international threat that is affecting almost every 
country, its ships and the international trade. It has become a question of International security, 
safety and prosecution, where the international society need to work together to delimit the 
problem, and combined naval forces from all over the world is one of the main solutions or 
strategies for the UN to solve the problem. Before piracy was more a question about finding a way 
where the states with the problems could defeat it, maybe by a little help from other states, and the 
knowledge of the area was not so developed, which means that the definition of Somali piracy is 
much stronger formulated and there are more details and specific explanation on the exact problem, 
the reasons and the strategies to delimit it. I think it is quite obvious through the UN documents to 
see that the problem of Somali piracy has escalated, compared to the problem of piracy in general as 
defined earlier on by the UN, not only by the stronger formulation and the development of 
knowledge, but also because there has been this huge boom in the production of documents on 
Somalia piracy, and that it’s now a problem that the whole world is trying to fight. 
Now if we then look at the definition of Somali piracy as the UN describes them and as others from 
outside the UN describes them there are some differences. Again it is easy to see within the 
documents of the UN that it is the Security Council that has the full responsibility of Somali piracy 
within the UN and also the interaction control, because the focus is as mentioned before on 
international threat, security, safety and prosecution. Which is a huge part of their definition of 
Somali piracy, but is also a huge part of the strategies to delimit Somalia piracy. What we can see 
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when we look at Somali piracy from the aspects of UN, the agenda is different and the transitivity 
as well is different. There are more focus on the reasons and the factors of the development of 
piracy, which also means that processes and events of the subject positions are constructed from 
another point of view, The use of wording is also different because the agenda and there social 
relation is different. One is the UN, and its member states, which have a certain interests that show 
in their agenda, another thing is to study piracy and have the interest of the factors and reasons 
behind. The discourse of the UN is based on a lot of countries definition of Somali piracy which 
then is being enhanced into a common discourse that suits into the social practice and relation 
within the UN. The definitions from others, but the UN, which have a knowledge of the area, have 
another interaction control, they only have to formulate it as they see it, but of cause in a way so it 
makes sense to the people reading their material and make sense to the  social relation and social 
practice that they wish to reach. This can be all types of people so in that way they are more “free” 
than the UN to create their own statements and discourse, because they are not affected by others 
wishes according to the discourse of piracy like the UN is. 
The discourses of piracy 
So far I have made a text analysis on the different documents from the UN to find out how they 
define piracy and Somali piracy, using the different concepts of Faiclough.  I will now use what I 
found out in the first part of the analysis to explain which discourses of piracy there have been 
through time within the UN, how they have developed and changed and what the discourse is today. 
Which discourses have existing of piracy within the United Nation through time? 
 
To begin with I will try to explain the discursive practice that the UN is creating its discourse 
within. The UN is and organization, with a lot of member states attached to it. That means that there 
are also millions of people or subject positions within this discursive practice that can affect the 
definition of the articulated. When the UN creates a meaning of a certain discourse, they have to 
define it within the discursive practice, which is the UN, and create a social relation. The UN is not 
necessarily constructing a discursive meaning which can reach every person in every member states 
within the UN, but it constructs its meaning so the politicians and the states within the different 
member’s states can relate to it, and in that way become a part of a social relation. It is important to 
be aware of all the different discourses that are existing within the different member states, because 
they all affect the articulation of piracy in the documents of the UN. I will not look further in to the 
different definitions of piracy in the different member states, but only the construction of the 
discourse of piracy in the UN, but it is still important to have in mind that this discourse of the UN 
is affected by a lot of different discourses within the different member states. 
Through the documents and the definition of piracy, the UN has created subject positions within 
their discourse of piracy. The member states, and all the people in the different states, which is refer 
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to as International society, all member states etc. In general when the UN mentions the member 
states or refer to them, they don’t use the different names of the state, but they appeal to everyone 
by the definition which is mentioned above, which create a subject position for the member states 
that we are all one unit. 
The UN is also constructing a subject position of pirates, by the definition of them, which has to 
relate to the social relation of the subject position that the UN constructed of the member states in 
the discursive practice that they are part of. Through the definition in the documents the UN is 
constructing and “us”, the member states within the UN against “them” the piracy or Somalia 
piracy. It’s not mentioned exactly like this, but the UN’s use of wording, transitivity, modality and 
force construct a meaning within the definition of piracy that creates a “us” and “them even if it’s 
not defined exactly by using these words, it is clear that the UN are trying to construct the discourse 
of piracy to be a question of “us”, the UN, the world against “them” the pirates. 
When the UN constructs meaning, they do it from the social relation that they are a part of. Within 
the UN there are many different discourses dependent on what subject they are articulating, in this 
report, it is the discourse of piracy that is being researched, which also means that it is the 
documents with definition of piracy that are used to explain the development of the discourse of 
piracy. The discourse of piracy has developed through the years, because of the development of 
knowledge on piracy has changed but also because piracy itself has developed through time, at least 
in the piracy discourse of the UN. The discourse was at the beginning really foggy here the 
discourse of piracy was put into a connection with soldiers stealing six buffaloes. Here the system 
of knowledge according to piracy wasn’t developed that much, so at this time in 1968 it probably 
made sense to the people who created this articulation of piracy, and the UN and its discursive 
practice. Then through the years the knowledge of piracy developed and became in time something 
which was related to sea-bound. That means that the discourse of pirates, and the actions of piracy 
was connected with the process sea-bound. This discourse has stayed in some way and is also a part 
of the discourse of piracy that we see currently, but I will get back to that later on.  
The discourse of piracy in the early days, the UN documents before 2008, construct pirates and 
piracy as something regional, it’s more a local or regional problem than it was an international 
problem. By at that time the discourse of piracy was also connected with asylum-seekers and the 
great threat that piracy had become for asylum-seekers. Later on this discourse changed again and 
piracy was then connected still with sea-bound activities, but also as a great threat to seafarers and 
the vessels. Piracy spread out and became a bigger issue and in that case the knowledge and the 
interest of knowledge developed and the discourse developed as well, sea-bound, the threat to 
seafarers and vessels was still a part of the discourse but was defined different. Now the discourse 
of piracy was connected with criminal activities on sea, hijacking of ships and as a threat to regions 
and the sea-routes in the giving area, mostly coastal ports where threatened by this form of piracy. 
By using intertextuality, the UN draws on this discourse of piracy to construct the discourse that 
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developed afterwards. The articulation of piracy is clearly affected by the size of the issue and the 
knowledge about it, but it seems like the knowledge follows the threat that the UN calculates piracy 
to be, that means that the discourse and the definition of same, is affected by this. From the years 
2000 and until around 2008 the discourse of piracy changes to be a greater focus within the UN and 
the knowledge follows as well. The discourse is now defined within the whole discursive practice of 
the UN and the social relation within this discourse is enhanced way more than ever before. The 
discourse changes to be international and the UN is now creating a discourse of piracy from the fact 
that it is now including and affecting the whole world, which means that the social relation now 
counts all the member states inside the discursive practice, which also means that the articulation of 
piracy is affected a lot more by many different discourses from each member state, which have 
different knowledge and attitudes according to the issue of piracy, which constructs a need for 
further development and different definitions of the discourse. It is also important for the UN to use 
wording to chose the right definition and focus on piracy that can appeal to as many as possible in 
the social relation of the discursive practice of the UN. 
The latest document on piracy has created a definition that connects the discourse of piracy with 
Somalia. This is again a change of the statements and connections within the discourse, that are 
affected by the world and the member states, where there is now a lot of them that have trouble with 
Somali piracy. That means that the construction of the discourse piracy is now transformed into the 
discourse of Somali piracy. This discourse is again connected with some of the same processes and 
activities as later on, which means that the UN is using intertextuality, to use these discourses and 
text to generate new ones, but because of the change of the articulation, the knowledge and research 
connected with this particular discourse are growing, which then again transform the discourse or 
restructure the statements and connection of the discourse. Now Somali piracy is the discourse used 
by the UN and it is all connected to the definition and statements explained in part one of the 
analysis. These statements and the definition is constructed to relate to the social relation within the 
discursive practice of  the UN, and it is here where the UN is seeking to construct and “us”, the UN 
against “them”, the pirates, which is a use of modality that should create community and solidarity 
between the actors, the members states. 
So the discourse on piracy within the UN contains a set of particular statements, which are 
mentioned and analyzed in part one of the analysis, these statements change through time and in 
that way also change the discourse. These statements are also creating the rules for the formation of 
discourse, which means that the statements are created within a social practice, where they are 
trying to construct the discourse so it suits in to a certain social relation, which in this case are the 
member states. When the UN make a statement on piracy and choose to define the discourse in a 
certain way the wording is constructed to explain relations, and the focus according to the 
discourse, through these statements the rules for the formation of the discourse are made within this 
definition. That means that the UN is constructing a meaning through all these documents that 
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enhance certain processes and event connected with this discourse, which then creates the 
statements that should built up the argument behind the discourse. So when the UN chose a certain 
way to define the discourse of piracy, there are other alternative definitions, meanings and 
connections that are left out, and in that way delimiting the possibilities of actions and definition 
according to the discourse of piracy. The UN chooses to use the language it does because of the 
function it has in the social structure, and the language people and member states have access to, is 
dependent on their position in the social system. When the UN constructs a discourse of piracy it 
has to appeal to the leaders or the represented politicians of the different member states, which also 
affect the development of the discourse and its possibilities of formation. 
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Chapter 5 
In this chapter I will try to answer my research question by using the knowledge I acquired about 
the discourses of piracy through my different parts of the analysis. 
Conclusion and other perspectives 
In this segment of my report I will look at all the things I found in my research doing the writing of 
this report, and then I will put it all together and use the research in the analysis to make a 
conclusion that can answer my research question. I will follow up by looking at other possible 
aspects of the chosen subject to create some perspective on my choice of researching the chosen 
subject 
Conclusion 
Through analysis I have found out that the UN is working as a discursive practice where the 
discourses are defined from, these discourses are made by constructing meanings that makes a 
common sense to all the member states within the UN, which together creates a social relation. The 
frame for the definition of discourse is in the social relation that exists of subject positions, the 
different member states or the politicians in the member states, which have an influence on the 
construction of the discourse of piracy. In this social relation within the discursive practice, all have 
influences on the development of the discourse and influences to change the discourse and the 
construction of meaning. That means when we look at the definition of piracy it is important to have 
in mind that the UN is a social institution representing a lot of subject positions which together 
creates the social relation that is a part of the discursive practice of the UN and are effecting the 
construction of meaning according to the discourse of piracy. This is important because the text that 
I have analyzed has to be understood in relation to the expounder (the organization UN) and the 
subject position within the social relation. The organization UN is representing a lot of member 
states and in that way also a lot of subject positions with their individual meaning and constructions 
of the discourse of piracy. This means that the discourse of piracy within the discursive practice of 
the UN is affected by a lot of different articulations of piracy. This means that the UN discourse of 
piracy is a product of a lot of different discourses which are affecting the discourse that UN 
constructed, so the discourse of the UN should in the social relation of the member states make 
common sense universally. It is important to notice that by constructing one common sense of 
meaning according to the discourse of piracy there are other meanings that are being left out. And 
by choosing one way to define piracy, creates a meaning that narrows the possibilities for other 
meanings and constructions of discourses. 
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To identify the discourse of piracy and Somali piracy that the UN uses I have made a text analysis 
on some of their documents through time. This I have done to clarify the connection and activities 
that piracy is defined with. I have used some of Faircloughs concept from his text dimension in his 
theory as tools, to be able to make a valid text analyses on piracy and in that way find the discourse 
that the UN has constructed of piracy. The definition of piracy is changing through time, this is 
because the act of piracy according to the facts in the UN’s documents is also changing and that the 
knowledge about piracy and its reasons and actions has developed through the years.  
Discourse is the description of coherence where definitions, connections and activities are a part of. 
It is important to understand these contexts to clarify the discourse. So this is the context that I am 
trying to clarify in the text analysis by using some chosen concepts from Fairclougs critical 
discourse analysis as tools. The UN is through time developing an “us”, the UN, the world against 
“them” the pirates or the Somali pirates. This is not done directly, but through there definition of 
piracy, and the way the UN connects the different actors with each other and the processes and 
events that are defined according to the international threat of piracy, which means that the UN is 
trying to construct a certain agenda according to this issue. When UN (or someone else) is 
constructing a discourse of something they draw on other discourses but without saying it directly. 
For example when they connect piracy with crime, the definition of crime is not described, the word 
is just mentioned, and the UN is taking it for granted that everyone have the same meaning of what 
crime is. 
In the beginning of the definition of piracy in 1968 piracy was connected with thieves, soldiers 
stealing buffaloes, and is in general not really explained in details. And this document is not even 
constructed by the UN, but by a single state that is explaining this problem to the UN. There isn't a 
lot of information on this issue, just a short noticed, but according to that there is an articulation of 
piracy which constructs piracy in connection with stealing. This connection is kind of following the 
act of piracy through time, but defined with other words. 
Through time piracy changes to become something sea-bound and is now an issue that is regional 
and existing in specific areas of the world. The acts of piracy are sea-bound and are connected with 
the threat for asylum-seekers, which create a discourse of piracy as a threat to the asylum-seekers 
and the activities of piracy are now connected with actions at sea. In general through all the years, 
piracy is connected with some sort of crime. That means that from the beginning of the definition of 
piracy there is one connection which is continued all the way through, there activities and events are 
criminal, just defined different through the years, which also mean that the UN is using 
intertextuality to create the discourse of piracy by drawing on the discourse of crime. 
Later on piracy remains a regional problem but is now connected with criminal activities at sea, a 
great threat to seafarers and the vessels in the areas where the piracy problem is present. This is a 
change in the discourse of piracy, and this use of wording according to the connections and actions 
on piracy remains, is also a part of the definition of piracy and the following discourse later on. 
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After the year of 2000 the definition of piracy starts developing faster. The UN are producing  more 
documents on it and it has now turned out to be an international threat which affect the whole 
world, and the UN uses the social relation to inform the member states and the rest of the world 
about the fast development of piracy. The discourse of piracy is now connected with international 
threat, economical cost and hijacking of vessels. And by using intertextuality the UN draw on the 
discourse of international threat to construct the discourse of piracy. All these connections are also a 
part of the discourse on Somali piracy that will be discussed later. So this far the discourse of piracy 
has developed within the discursive practice from being a question about stealing six buffaloes, 
being a regional threat to the asylum-seekers to be connected with international threat, economical 
cost and hijacking of vessels, through the different discourses there is no doubt that piracy as well is 
connected with a sort of criminal action and  the discourse of crime is a part of the discourse of 
piracy, and already early in the definition of piracy it is connected with something sea-bound, that 
their actions mainly take place on the sea. 
Through the years of 2008-2013 the discourse of piracy changes again, from being defined as 
piracy, and created a meaning from the point of view that it is a regional problem that is present in 
specific areas, the discourse has now changed into be defined as Somali piracy, which means that 
the construction of the meaning has changed to a specific event in a certain area, Somalia.  
The development of the discourse Somali piracy is by the years affected by the development of 
knowledge of same. According to this new International threat that Somalia piracy is seen as, the 
production of documents is exploded and the knowledge has developed and the focus changes. The 
UN is now trying to construct and “us” against “them”, to create community and solidarity between 
the actors, within the UN. The articulation of Somali piracy includes the actions of hijacking of 
ships, violence of seafarers, huge ransoms, great economical cost and the act of Somali piracy 
creates instability and is delimit to a certain area. The definition used for the UN to construct the 
subject positions (the member states) in the discursive practice is words as international society and 
member states. In connection with the discourse of Somalia piracy there are also events constructed 
to delimit the problem that the issue of Somali Piracy is creating for the social relation, the member 
states, which also can be defined as the world or “us”. These actions are the strategy that the UN 
have developed within the discursive practice to attribute to a solution of the problem, which means 
that the discourse of Somali piracy as well is constructed as a problem and international threat to the 
social relation of UN, which affect the development of the discourse. The focus in the statements is 
to gather everyone in the discursive practice and created a common sense of a solution that 
everyone in social relation can relate to. This is for example international corporations and naval 
forces, the focus within the UN are security, safety and prosecution, which then again affect the 
definition and construct the meaning of the discourse in a way so this focus is a great part of the 
strategies within the discursive practice. In that way the discourse develop to be defined in 
connections, activities and event that can relate to this focus areas of the social relation so the 
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meaning in the construction of the discourse of Somali piracy can make a common sense to all the 
member states of the UN which is in the same social relation in form of the organization UN. 
Other perspectives 
I have chosen a certain direction according to my choice of empirical data and theory, which delimit 
my research opportunities remarkably. I chose only to use documents from the United Nation, 
which increases my area of research and in that way creates some delimitation of other relevant 
areas according to the subject and research in my report. I chose only to look at specific concepts of 
the theory of Fariclough which delimit my analysis to only include the concepts that were relevant 
for my research question. I also made the decision in my report to leave out the whole social 
practice dimension of Faircloughs critical discourse analysis. If I have chosen to work with this area 
and combined it with other social theories that is the meaning of this dimension, my research 
question could have had another focus and my possibilities of research would have been different. It 
would have been interesting to have included this dimension, but what I wish to research and  by 
the design of my research question it isn’t necessary to look at this dimension, at that is why I didn’t 
find it relevant enough to include. 
I could also have chosen to go deeper into the different definitions of the member states according 
to the development of a common discourse of the UN or to research more on Somali piracy from 
individuals which are not connected with the UN and this would have been another approach to the 
subject, which could also have been relevant and interesting. 
There are many directions that I could have chose to go in to according to piracy and Somali piracy, 
social theory, the economical cost for the society etc and they would all have been relevant to the 
subject of piracy and the world today. But if I had chosen another direction, theory or empirical data 
I wouldn’t have ended up with the research question that I worked from in this report, even if it 
could have been interesting and relevant as well. 
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